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By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraskn: Petition of residents of
Omaha, Nebr., asking that lemons be placed on the free list;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOTT : Petition of Herbert F. Hagadorn and others,
of Carthage, N. Y., and Martin Nolan and others, of Hainsville,
N. ¥., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Resolution of Carpenters’ District
Council, Providence, R. 1., to repeal the 10-cent tax on oleo-
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Ex-
change, favoring the placing on the free list of all bagging and
]t!}es used in the baling of cotton; to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’
Club, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Irish-American and German-American so-
cleties of New York, which have also been indorsed by their
respective divisions in Kansas Oity, Mo., protesting against a
new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committes on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of board of di-
rectors of the produce exchange of Tos Angeles, and the mem-
bers thereof, protesting against the passage of Senate bill TG40,
whereby the time of carrying butter, eggs, and poultry in cold
2tg:nge is to be limited to 90 days; to the Committee on Agri-

niture.

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of Spratts Patent, America (Titd.),
of Newark, N. .J., protesting against putting dog cakes and other
foods for domestic animals on the free 1ist: to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of George C. Edwards, Bridgeport, Conn., favor-
ing Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Tioga County
Pomona Grange, No. 30; Bert Tuttle and others, of Austenburg;
Tioga Valley Grange, No. 918, of Mansfield; and Lookout
Gm_ngo, No. 1426, Keating Summit, all in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of A. G. Graham and others, of Jersey Shore,
Pa., and Charles Anderson and others, of Sheffield, Pa., request-
ing the withdrawal of troops from Mexican border; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frmay, April 21, 1911.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon,

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, fountain of wisdom, source of all good,
keep us, we beseech Thee, in touch with Thee through the re-
maining hours of this day that we enter not into temptation,
that we do wrong to no man, but with high resolves and noble
purposes we may go forward with the work Thou hast given
us io do. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proccedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, Mr. HiLr was granted leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the
papers in the case of Kate Malioi, Sixty-first Congress, no ad-
verse report having been made thereon.

Mr. Burgr of Wisconsin was granted leave to withdraw from
the files of the House the papers in the case of Jake H, Wackert,
Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report havinz been made
thereon.

LEAVE OF ADSENCE.

DBy unanimous consent, Mr. Swirzer was granted leave of
absence for 10 days, on acconnt of important business,

CHANGE OF BEFERENCE.

DBy unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. It.
6090) relating to claims arising under the provisions of the
captured and abandoned properity act, and for other purposes,
and to amend and revise the same, and the same was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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CANADIAN RECIPROCITY BILL.,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
H. R. 4412, a bill to promote reciprocal trade relations with
the Dominion of Canada.

The motion was agreed to. \ )

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. I, 4412, the Canadian reciprocity
bill, with Mr. Sperrey in the chair.

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, in arising to cloge the debate in
behalf of those Members upon this side of the ITouse who believe
in the policy of the present bill, I desire to say that I think the
Ziouse is to be congratulated upon the illuminating discussion to
which it has had an opportunity tollisten. The speeches delivered
upon both sides of the guestion and upon both sides of the aisle
have been worthy of the subject—a subject which, as was said
by the gentleman from Illinois yesterday, is one of the most im-
portant ever before the Ameriean Congress. The bill ias impor-
tant international aspects and features of an economic character
that call for the careful counsideration of every Member. It
does not malke an appeal for the use of the lieroics of the hust-
ings, but for the best thought each one of us is capable of giv-
ing it.

I listened with great interest to the speech of the gentleman
from Maine [Mr. Hixps]—the first speech that he has had an
opportunity to deliver in this House, of which he has been
almost the directing agency for nearly 20 years. It was a
speech beautiful in structure, such a speech as is made out of
a full mind, and it was entirely worthy of the subject which he
discussed. I say that, although I profoundly disbelieve in the
conclusions which he maintained. I regretted to notice, how-
ever, the pessimistie tone that the gentleman adopted with ref-
erence to the American farmer. Dut it is not strange that, hav-
ing been in a position where for 20 years he could not escape
from listening to the debates, he should have caught the minor
key in which the praises of the farmer are usually sung upon
this floor. [Applause.]

According to his eulogists here, tlie American farmer is a
very serious-minded individuval, with his wife and numerous
progeny gathered about him—and I observe that these enlogists
usually bless him with a bountiful offspring—desperately and
with great solemnity endeavoring® to cling to a precarious
existence. These orators lament over his rugged qualities, they
almost brood over his virtues, and as for his faults, he has
none, for he is a being to whom it is impossible to sin.

Mr, Chairman, I have had some experience with the Amer-
iean farmer. I have seen him in his native lair. It was
my great good foriune to live for a number of years in my
boyhood upon one of those glorious farms in northwestern
Illinois—a $200-an-acre farm, as the gentleman from Indiana
called it—one of those prairie farms, not the flat farms that
you have farther to the west, but where you have the billows
of the prairie tumbling about you. One of those farms which,
when they are under cultivation, present a scene of pastoral
beauty and of fertility such as can searcely be found anywhere
in the world. I have seen farmers actually burn corn for fuel,
as has been so dramatically stated in this debate. Why, it
has been presented here, as if it showed the destitution of the
American farmer and his straitened circumstances, that he
actually burned corn for fuel. I have seen him burn corn.
Sometimes Le would overcrop with one grain and could not
sell it profitably, but he yas pretty sure to get even on some
other grain; and instead of brooding over the burning of corn,
more probably the farmer would sit cheerily smoking his pipe
in the light of its blazing fire and his sons would rejoice that
they did not have to chop wood. [Laughter and applause.]

The American farmer is not the sad-eyed monstrosity, always
staring destiny in the face, that we have had painted here. The
farmers, as I knew them, were a prosperous, independent, and
happy race of men. I have knmown many farmers, and I have
known some men even on Wall Street, and I have made up my
mind that they both belong to the same race, and that there is
about ns much human nature in the one class as in the other,
T have sometimes thought that if the numbers were reversed
and that if we had 5,000,000 voters on Wall Street and only a
few hundred farmers, our statesmen would sing the homely
virtnes of J. P. Morgan and his crew and would bestow upon
them some of these lugubrious eulogiums of which the Ameri-
can farmer has been £o0 long the patient vietim. [Applause and
langhter.] And their worst enemy could hardly wish them a
harder fate.
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Now, it is argued against this bill—and I do not propose to
weary the House with a repetition of the statistics we have
heard—that just as the opening up of the Western States de-
pressed agriculture in New England so the opening up of our
markeis to Canadian produce will have the same effect upon
the agriculture of the country, and especially upon the agricul-
ture of the West. There is no similarity whatever befween the
two cases. IFrom 1870 to 1890, you will remember, we built
railroads simply for the sake of building railroads. We threw,
sometimes in a single year, many thousands of miles of railroad
across the most fertile land on the face of the globe, land that
was uninhabited. Railroads went in advance of civilization,
and in order to get business they sent their agents all over
BEurope stimulating immigration; and it so happened that the
finanecial and commercial depression from 1873 to 1878 threw
hundreds of thousands of men out of employment in the East,
and they found places upon the western farms, We had brought
under cultivation, and their produce thrown upon our markets
almost, as it were, in a day, great and fertile States of this
Union, and in order to permit the farmers to live the railroads
gave them unnaturally low rates to the markets of the country
and to those abroad.

It was said by Prof. Meyer that a bushel of wheat could
be carried more cheaply from Chicago to Liverpool than from
Budapest to Prague, a distance in a straight line of only 175
miles. A man in Illinois could get into the markets of Boston
more cheaply than a man who lived in Worcester County in
Massachusetts, The result of this abnormally low rate was
practieally to transport the pralries of the West into the suburbs
of New York and Boston. And, of course, agriculture was de-
pressed in New England, not merely from that circumstance,
but because of the conditions there which were adverse to agri-
culture as it was then conducted.

I saw agriculture not only in the West, but when I was a
young boy my father sent me to New England to school, and I
had an opportunity there to see how they farmed in New Eng-
land., In the West a farmer could turn a furrow for o mile,
if his farm went that far, without taking his hand from the
plow ; but in New England the farmer would urge his horses, and
more often his oxen, for a few feet and then would have to
turn out for a stump or stone. [Laughter.] He would try
to select smooth little patches upon the hillside, While a New
England hillside, with its alternation of little rye fields and
cornfields and pasture and meadow and woodland, presents a
very beautiful mosaic to the eye, it certainly is not favorable to
agriculture. [Laughter.] And it was inevitable that under
the adverse natural conditions and with the antiquated methods
which the New England farmers employed they could not com-
pete with the rich and fertile prairie lands of the West.

Now, how is it with Canada? 3Why, there is, as I have said,
no parallel between the two cases. Champlain laid the founda-
tions of Port Royal and Quebec before the Pilgrims landed
upon Plymouth Rock. That country is as old as this country.

For 150 years it has been a part of the wealthiest empire in
the world, and yet to-day it has less than 8,000,000 people, and
instead of capitalists putting in their money, thrusting rail-
roads ncross the cold fields of Canada, Canada has been com-
pelled largely to build her railroads out of her own treasury,
and although she has given enormous land grants and vast
sums of money she to-day has only about 25,000 miles of rail-
roads in the whole Dominion.

Canada has not the slightest advantage over the West in fer-
tility or in aptitude for agriculture. The advantage is all the
other way. The part of Canada gentlemen fear is a country of
a single crop. A single crop will sack the soil. The farms in
the Canadian northwest are scarcely habitable for a good many
months in the year. Agriculture in our West can be carried
on under far better conditions than there,

The lands there are not so cheap as they were in the West
when it was settled, Rich prairie Iand sold in the United States
for $5 and less an acre. I happen to know a case where a very
intelligent business man of New Ingland desired to buy a half
section of unbroken land for each of his two sons. He bought
it nearly two years ago, selecting it with great judgment and
care, and he was compelled to pay the Canadian Pacific Rail-
road Co. $25 an acre, and another young man bought gome land
iwo weeks afterwards and it had risen to $30 an acre; and that
prairvie land has since been going up in price. These young gen-
tlemen who started out to build their fortunes found that they
had to pay a very high price for their horses, had to hire a man
to look after their farms in the winter, begzan with a drought
and a poor crop, and at the present time they still have their
fortunes to acquire,

But suppose cur young men do go to Canada, and many of
them have already gone there. Why, the State of Iowa, that

wonderful agricultural State, during the last decade lost in
population. Does that mean that it declined in prosperity?
Not at all. It is one of the greatest, and is destined to continue
to be one of the greatest, and richiest agricultural regions in
the world. But young men have gone from Iowa because they
could get more land in Canada than at home, The land of their
own State was all taken up. Suppose they shall found upon the
eastern slopes of the Canadian Rockies a newer and a fairer
Towa? Who is there who will not wish them Godspeed? [Ap-
plause.] They go there to win their fortunes, just as their
fathers made their fortunes, by selling in the open markets of
the world; and if they deserve to prosper and if the country
is so favorable to agriculture, they will repeat the prosperity
of their fathers,

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps], in the course of his
speech, alluded fo the agricultural conditions in Germany, and
to the fact that Bismarck established agricultural duties there.
I fancy that Bismarck did not establish agricultural duties so
much for the sake of agriculture as to placate the powerful
agrarian element and establish generally in Germany the policy
of protection. But they have had, ever since the time of Bis-
marck, high protection upon agricultural products in Germany.

Let us see what the effect has been. There is this singular
law, pointed out by Prof. Fawcett, of Cambridge University,
England, that while in a great many articles of common use the
demand does not increase the price, yet in the case of agricul-
tural products the demand does increase the price, and e reached
that conclusion upon a line of argument something like this:

A man may be producing manufactures of cotton or flax or
some other article in which labor is the chief element of pro-
duction, and if there is a demand for twice as many goods of the
kind he makes, he doubles the size of his factory and can manu-
facture even more cheaply than he could before. But in a
country like Germany, which normally supports its population,
when you come to increase that population under the stimulus
of protection, by building up great manufacturing cities and
making a strain upon the resources of the soil, there is a
greater demand for agricultural produce than the farmer nor-
mally has raised. Now, there are in every country some lands
that ordinarily are not cultivated because prices do not make it
profitable to cultivate them. They are called wvalueless, but
when you raise the price of farm products it pays to till the
best of these lands, and the higher the price the poorer the
land it will pay to cultivate. There is an *“ oscillating margin,”
upon which yon may or may not be able profitably to raise
farm produce, according as farm produce is high or low. The
man who cultivates must get prices that will warrant him in
doing so. These prices enable the man who has fertile land
to make still more money, and the increased demand for agri-
cultural produce drives people into the cultivation of lands
previously unprofitable, and in order to induce them to do it
they must of necessity be paid a higher price for their produce.

Now, let us see what has happened in Germany, which rela-
tively to us has a very large population per square mile and
which, with a growing population, has had high protection in
agricnlture for a great many years. The growing demand for
foodstuffs has greatly incrensed prices. I mnoticed the other
day an address made by the chancellor of the German Empire,
who is a rigid and uncompromising protectionist. At a meeting
of the National Society of Agriculture he said:

1 am especially grateful to the president—

That is, the president of that society—
for his frank admisslon that the prices of many farm products have in
the past year reached an unhealthy height, burdening In a deplorable
manner o great number of people.

That comes from the chaneellor of the German Empire with
reference to this artificial increase in the price of food. He
declares that it burdens in a deplorable manner a great number
of people.

Let us look further at the situation in Germany. The agra-
rian element there, who own the land, are a very powerful
element. They not only enjoy high and unnatural prices for the
common articles of food, but they have great power in directing
the German Empire. As you all know, the State owns the rail-
roads. At a certain time of the year the sugar-bearing lands
along the Elbe make special demands for agricultural labor,
and so it used to be the custom at that time of the year for
laborers living along the Oder to go and help in the harvest of
these sugar-bearing lands, where they would get better wages,
and then when the harvesting was over to come back again.
The German railroads gave them excursion rates. Those agra-
rians who lived along the Oder made a complaint to the German
Government in effect that they had a natural right to employ
the labor of their loeality, and that for the Government to give
these laborers excursion rates made it necessary for the agra-
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rians to pay higher wages to their men; and although the min-
ister of finance admitted that it was a good thing for the Ger-
man laborer, although it gave him more money temporarily,
although it enabled an untraveled class to get away from home
and to see another part of the Empire and have their outlook
broadened, yet the Government yielded to the demand of the
agrarian element and refused longer to sell the excursion tickets.

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hixps] alluded to the law
called the Gregory King law, by which he showed that as the
supply of an article of common use increased at an arithmetical
ratio, the price deereased at practically a geometrical ratio.

That is, you increase the surplus of a necessary article and
you depress the price out of all proportion to the amount by
which you increase the surplus. It reandily occurred to me that
there is a reverse to that law, and the other side is illustrated
in the case of Germany. If you decrease below the natural
demand the supply of an article of common use in an arith-
metieal ratio, you increase the price of that article in praec-
tieally a geometrieal ratio. [Applause.] I think there is no
escape from that conclusion.

Then about the statie equilibrium of which he spoke, in na-
-tions between agriculture and manufactures. It is a very good
thing if you can secure the equilibrium naturally, but it is a
very bad thing to pay too much for it. Suppose there is a
natien that has coal mines, iron mines, water powers, great
Tacilities for manufacturing, and a poor soil. Is it wise for her
to take her people from the operation of the great natural re-
sources and facilities for manufacturing with which she has
been blessed and put them to the cultivation of an infertile
goil? Is it not beiter for them to work the mines, to build up
manufactures, and exchange their products with some other
nation that does not have these resources but has a fertile soil?

Carry it out to extremes on this theory and every household
should maintain an equilibrium, and each should have its own
blacksmith, its own shoemaker, and its own spinner. The law
of modern trade is for men and nations to do the things they
arc best fitted to do and to exechiange products with each other.

[Applause.]

I paid close attention to the argument of the gentleman from
Maine, because I have a high respect for him and because I
was greatly attracted by his speech. There is one other thing
to which I wish to eall attention. He referred to the British
tari{f commission, and quoted them as in fayor, practically, of
reenacting the corn laws. That would strike an ordinary man
as an admission almost from the Cobden Club itself in favor of
the policy which the gentleman from Maine was advocating.
I thought from its name, as very likely the gentleman from
Maine thought, that it must be a royal commission, or if not
a royal commission it must be a sort of Government commis-
gion. I have looked it up, and In Hazell’s Annual, which
tells you briefly everything about the Empire, you will find the
British Tariff Commission tabulated with other similar organi-
zations. On the one side it frankly states the organizations
against Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal, which was to tax food com-
ing into England, and there we have the Free Trade League and
the Cobden Club and others. In the other column they have
catalogued the organizations for Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal,
and among them is the tariff commission, established by Joseph
Chamberlain in the beginning of 1004 in order to push along
his particular ideas. That is practically the protective-tariff
league of the British Empire, and if you read the names you
will find there a collection of gentlemen, some of them very
comfortable manufacturers, who are deeply concerned, as are
the manufacturers in this country, for the poor farmer. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

I could construct a tariff commission like that here, and it
would be a commission of more eminent ability. I would put
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], my distinguished,
and I may say my illustrious, friend at the head; I would put
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzerr] upon it; I
° would give a place upon it to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. I'orpXEY] ; and then I would add to it the secretary of the
American Protective Tariff League and of the Home Market
Club of Massnchusetts. And we should have a fine collection of
gentlemen, of great ability and great kEnowledge; but if I wanted
to hold forth anything they said in faver of protection as an ad-
mission of an ancient enemy to protection I think some of our
narrow-minded partisans on the other side would reserve the
right to object. [Laughter and applause.]

This whole diseussion has revolved about the price of wheat.
But first I wish to say a word about the price of land. I do
not think the effect of this legislation is going to be to decrease
ibe price of land, but to keep it from golng up too rapidly in
value. So far as competition with Canada is concerned, if
North Dakota, which has a longer summer and a shorter winter

than Canada, can be a part of the same agricultural domain
and can compete with Kansas and Iowa and Oklahoma and
those wonderfully rich Iands toward the South, lands as fertile
as those in Campania, where, as Virgil snid—

Summer borrows months beyond her own;

Twice the teeming flocks are fruitful,

Twlice the laden orchards groan—
if North Dakota can compete with lands like those, what has
she to fear from the more frosty, Alberta? What has Minne-
sotn to fear from Manitoba when she can prosper side by side
with Towa and Nebraska?

The debate has been chiefly about the farmer, and I have
wondered whether he was really so much agitated over this
bill as we have been led to believe. I have wondered, since in
1865 patriotism was the pretext which certain great interests
employed to terminate the Elgin treaty, whether after all there
was not something masked behind the farmer here. People
have been industriously sending telegrams to Members. Ivi-
dently there has been a great eampaign of edueation, and the
suspicion that the farmer was being put where he did not-de-
serve to be has reminded me of that old fort near IPanama
which was captured from the Spaniards by Morgan and his
buecaneers, and it is said the way they captured it was to drive
in advance of their charging columns the nuns and the sisters of
charity. The Spaniards did not wish to fire upon these good
women and so the buccaneers captured the fortress. [Applause
and laughter.] I do not wish to say that there have been any
other gentlemen behind the American farmer, but I have had
just a suspicion that there were some interests behind him
pushing him to the front to tnke the brunt of the fire or to
gilence it,

But this whoele question revolves about wheat, and it seems to
me that we can decide it upon whent alone. I think there is no
doubt that in any country which exports a considerable surplus
of wheat the price is fixed in the market that takes the surplus.
We have been for many years one of the great granaries of the
world, selling in the open market, and our wheat has sold on a
parity and is selling to-day on a parity, freights being adjusted,
with the wheat of Argentina, of Australia, of Canada, of India,
and Russia. Although it would seem hardly necessary to quote
an authority upon so clear a propesition, I have here Prof.
Dondlinger’s interesting book on wheat. He has evidently writ-
ten with great sympathy for the farmer, and he lays down this
proposition :

As soon as a country has a surplus for export and recelyves more for
exported wheat than the home price, plus the exporting, the export will
Inerease, the home priee will rise, produetion wlil increase, and the
price 18 no longer fixed within the country. The country w'h!ch buys
the exfw:t may thus fix the price of wheat for the country which pro-
duces It, * * Tt Is as a consumer of the world surplus that Eng-
Iand has held a position of such commanding importance in fixing the
price of wheat.

Gentlemen present here some discrepancies in the price of
wheat upon one side of the line and the other. I can find simi-
lar discrepancies between neighboring towns in South Dakota.
It depends upon elevator facilities, it depends upon competition
in buying, and you can find those differences in towns in the
same State., They are simply little backward whirls and eddies,
that you will find in the most rapid onrushing stream. They
are simply the exceptions that prove the rule.

The man in North Dakota does not compete with the man
across the line in Manitoba direectly, but he competes with him
4,000 miles away in the Liverpool market. We have an ex-
portable surplus of something like 100,000,000 bushels a year,
and Canada has an exportable surplus of, perhaps, half that
amount, and those surpluses are both taken by the Liverpool
market. It makes no difference whether the wheat is swept
from Canadian or American thrashing floors, when it goes to
Liverpool, according to its quality, one Kind brings the saome
price as the other. And so we witness this spectacle on ac-
count of the high tariff wall; we see these two broad, golden
rivers of wheat flowing in parallel lines upon either side of the
boundary and seeking the level of a common market. It seems
to me quite beyond our capacity to understand that any other
law ean operate where we export such an enormous volume of
this necessary article, not controlled by a trust, than that the
price is fixed in the country which takes the surplus.

Let us take the reverse of that, and we have an illustration to
prove the truth of this rule. Take sugar. We do not produce
as mueh sugar as we consume, We consume some 3,500,000
tons every year, and we need to import a great deal from the
outside world. Some years ago we had before this House a
proposition to give a preferential duty of 20 per cent to Cuban
sugar over other sugars. It was alleged here that the Cubans,
for whom we designed this arrangement, would get no benefit
at all, but that it would go to the Sugar Trust, and what do we
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see? We see precisely the result that:the advocates of that
reciprocity bill pointed out at that time.

The sugar market of the world is Hamburg. The price of
sugar in New York is the Hamburg price plus the freight across
the ocean plus the full duty into New York. And the Cuban
planters, providing they show reasonable intelligence and do
not glut the market at a given time, can reckon on the Ham-
burg price with the freight and full duty added. Since we have
to make up our deficiency in the production of sugar by large
importations, our home price is the world's—or Hnmburg——-
price with the duty added, and there is a parity in price be-
tween Hawburg and Cuba and Sumatra when the differences
in duties and freights are considered. A

I read this morning in the New York Sun an article upon
sugar written, I believe, by Mr. Itobinson, one of the most ac-
complished cconomic writers upon the Amerlcan press. He took
importations from Sumatra and from some other countries and
he earried out the prices into thousandths, and then an impor-
tition from Cuba, which had a preferential duty. When they
were finally landed in New York they all appeared at pre-
cisely the same price, each paying its freight and particular
duty. That price is adjusted, although I am not quoting him
as an aufhority upon that, with reference to the Hamburg price.

What is going to happen to wheat if this bill passes? Gen-
tlemen say, if the effect is not to decrease the price of bread,
why do we want to pass the bill, and if it is going to decrease
the price of bread, it will injure the American farmer, and
they repeat this very ancient tariff riddle. I will tell you
what I think will happen. We are going to reach just the
same condition in regard to wheat as we are in to-day in re-
gard to sugar. When we cease to raise as much as we con-
sume, and when we shall have to bring wheat in from other
nations for our own consumption, then we shall see the law
I have been talking about illustrated from the reverse side.

Instead of our exporting at the world's price to Liverpool, pay-
ing our freight, we shall buy at the world's price at Liverpool and
pay in addition the freight and the cost of overcoming any other
obstacles in order to get into our own market; and when you
reach that point the tariff for the first time—this tariff that
has looked so magnificent upon the statute booksto the American
farmer—will become operative to increase the price of wheat
above the world's price. Now, is there any American farmer
who would desire to add to the priee he is getting in Liverpool
25 cents a bushel of tariff plus the freight rate from Liverpool?
He has prospered on wheat growing on the basis of prices in the
markets of the world. Do yon imagine that when the time of
onr scarcity comes and when we are not raising as much as we
consume that the American farmer will desire to have this price
artificinlly raised in order that he may make more money? He
certainly wiil make as much then if the tariff is not on as he
does now.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dul:ota
an inquiry ?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield to the gentleman from South Dakota?

Mr. McCALL. Just a brief one. I am afraid I shall not have
time to conclude,

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is preecisely upon this
point. All I desire to know is the gentleman’s conclusion from
his argument. The gentleman argues the price of wheat is fixed
at Liverpool, and supposing it will continue to be fixed at Liver-
pool I desire to know whether in the view of the gentleman the
price of wheat in this country will be affected by this Canadian
reciprocity agreement?

Mr. McCALL. When I say the price of wheat is fixed in
Liverpool, of course that is only popularly correct. The price
of wheat is fixed compared with thie world’s demand and the
world's supply.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota rose.

Mr, McOATLL. Now, just wait a minute. IF the effect of th]q
treaty or bill is to inerense the world's supply of whent, then
to that extent yon will keep down the world's price of \vhent:
but inasmuch asg Canada has access to the same market it has
now, it is not probable that the effect of this bill will be to
increase her production of wheat. Consequently the passage
of the bill will have no effect upon the world’s price of wheat.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, Will it have any effect upon
the price of wheat in the United States? I desire to have the
gentleman’s opinion on that.

Mr. McCALIL. Now, I think I reasoned that point out. The
gentleman may not have done me the honor of paying atten-
tion——

a Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I have paid very close atten-
on.

Will the gentleman permit

Mr, McCALIL. T think I have suggested that this will become
operative and keep the price down at the time when we have
to import a surplus, and then it will be more convenient for us
to buy from Canada; and—I beg the gentleman's pardon.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is a very lmportant sub-
Jjeet, and I want the gentleman’s views upon it.

Mr. McCALL. I know it is a very interesting subject, with
many ramifications, but I ean hardly be turned from the main
course of my argument in the time which T have.

Mr. MARTIN of South Daketa. Does the gentleman decline
to yield on that point for a question?

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman wants me to appear ungracious
by declining to yield?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, No.

Mr. McCALL. I think I answered the gentleman’s question.
For that reason I would prefer not to yield.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr, McCALL. Certainly.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. McCALI. Certalnly.

Mr, CANNON. Does the gentleman think that if ever in the
fullness of time we do not produce wheat in the United States
sufficient for our own consumption, the future Congresses, 40,
80, or 100 years from now, will not be competent to deal with
this question? [Applause.]

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman is here at that time [loud
applause and laughter], and the universal hope is manifested in
the universal applause [applause], and it appears that the
farmer is getting 25 cents a bushel out of this duty on his
wheat, and the proposition is made upon this floor to strike off
that duty, and therefore to reduce the farmer’s price, the gen-
tleman from Illinois will seize the pillars of the temple of pro-
tection and will threaten to pull them all down if we touch the
farmer’s duty upon wheat. [Applause.]

A great deal has been said about the Elgin treaty. It has
been argued that it was unfavorable to the United States.
Let me call your attention to this circumstance, that in 1830
the trade going both ways between Canada and the United
States only amounted to about $5,000,000 a year. This treaty
was put in force in 1855 and remained in force for 11 years,
and yet in that time it covered nearly a half billion of trade
between the two countries. Why, it practically created trade
between Canada and the United States, and Canada for a gen-
eration after we abrogated that treaty stood in our antecham-
bers asking that we muake another reciproeity arrangement with
Irer. She eontinued to do so for 30 years, until at last Sir
Wilfrid Laurier said, “No more pilgrimages to Washington.”

Sir John Macdonald made it the fundamental policy of his
party to have reciprocity with the United States and, at the
same time, incidental protection. And when he came into
power, about 1880, for, I think, the second or third time, he
established the policy of protection for Canada and attempted
to secure n reciprocily treaty. That policy of protection had the
effect of stimulating Cavadinn manufacture, and in 1803 Sir
Wilfrid Laurier, the present prime minister, said that *If you
give us Liberals power we will destroy protection, which is a
sham and a delusion and a robbery,” showing that there was
complete reeciprocity in politieal rhetorie and that he had gotten
that “free of all duty” from the Democratic Party in the
United States. [Laughter and applause.]

Sir Wilfrid Laurier three years afterward was intensted with
power. He is a sound and sagacious stntesman, and I wish to
call the attention of my enthusiastie friends upon the other side
of the alsle to the fact that he has done nothing whatever to
reduce protective duties in Canada except simply to create the
British preferential, And I trust that his sound seuge and mod-
eration will be imitated by gentlemen upon the other side if
they ever have the responsibility of dealing with the tremendous
industries of the United States.

I think it is not necessary to say anything upon the most-
favored-nation aspect of this treaty. We heard a great deal
about it when the guestion was discussed in the last Congress,
and the fact that that objection hag not been urged by gentle-
men in the present debate is pretty conclusive evidence that
there was no foundation whatever for their former contention.
I think, also, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Howraxp] has
finally disposed of the argument, or, rather, the objection, that
we should not have reciproeity in competitive articles.

I am rather surprised to find gentlemen representing border
States of the Union opposed to this treaty. A high-tariff wall,
however beneficial it may be to a country as a whole, throws a
very deep shadow. Ieople can only trade upon one side of the
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wiall. They are shut ont from their neighbors upon the other
side. If the men in North Dakota would look at this a little
more broadly, they wonld see that it would be far better for
their State, for the farmers there, to trade across the line and
acquire farms across the line and not be upon the outer rim of
the country where the circulation of the trade current is feeble,
as is that of the blood in the extremities of the body. I would
suggest that they should not want to continue to be the extremi-
ties of the body politic, but that they might more profitably
wish to annex Canada industrially, so that they might trade
and extend their farms to the north as well as to the south.

Now, it has been denied that the policy of reciprocity, such
as this bill presents, is a Republican policy. We have had it
shown in this debate that the administration of President Grant,
who was a pretty good Republican and did not come from New
England, negotiated a reciprocity treaty upon the lines of the
Ilgin treaty. We have seen that Garfield, afterwards Presi-
dent, was in favor of the Elgin treaty. We had it asserted upon
the authority of Mr. Curtis that Mr. McKinley was in favor of
the poliecy. Certainly the amendment proposed by Mr. Blaine
tended strongly to show that he was in favor of the policy.

And now I want to quote from a very distinguished man, a
man who was governor of a leading State and who has since sue-
ceeded n great statesman as the political leader of his State. I
refer to Arpent B. Cuasminsg, who was at the time governor of
Towa. I-am going to quote from a speech of Gov. CUMMINS,
made to the DBoston Merchants' Association on December 10,
1903. T will not read all of the extract, because it is somewhat
long, but I will read what he says in conclusion:

Suppose we could to-night add Canada, from ocean to ocean and from
lier seuthern line to the North Pole, to the territory of the United
States, so that when some courageous American explorer plants the
banner of the Republic upon the axis of the world and its beautiful folds
fill with the alr of the North it will proclaim the eternal sovereignty of
the United States. # How many are there here or elsewhere
who would leok upon this accession of power and population upon land
and lake and sea as a misfortune to our country or a blow inflicted
upon her prosperity?

1 go further and eliminate national pride. How many banks would
fail on that account? How many factories would close because the
Stars and Stripes were flying over this vast domain? What aere would
be worth less? What man would be without work or receive less com-
pensitiony * * =

Mark you, I am not dreaming of annexation, nor am I advocating free
trade with Canadn, for the former ls more remote than ever before, and
the latter is wholly Impracticable. 1 have used the figure only to show
that we can safely draw nearer to our nelghbor and safely enter upon
the negotiation of a reciprocal treaty.

[Applause.]

1 commend that to the attention of some of our agricultural
friends from the West. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, it appears from some of the arguments made
in this House, and from some of the arguments thuat are ad-
vanced in Canada, that this bill is to be mutually destructive to
the agriculture of both countries, and that the deplorable condi-
tion of the American farmer under it is only to be equaled by
the wretehed squalor which the Canadian farmer will have to
face. [Laughter.] As the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
Nyg] so eloquently said yesterday, this bill presents a great
ethical question. It presents an enlightened policy. The Presi-
dent of the United States is simply asking this country to obey
the laws of nature, which no great nation can violate with
impunity.

Iere these two countries lie side by side for over 3,700 miles.
The lines of trade naturally run north and south, and we are
attempting to force them to run east and west.

And it is the policy of justice, Itemember that during the
last dozen years our balance of trade against Cananda has
been nearly §1,000.000,000. She is buying of us this very year
more than $250,000,000 in value, and T0 per cent of that trade
goes there absolutely free of dufy. Her average duty against
the goods that we send her is only half as much as the average
duty that we impose against her; and of this you may be cer-
tain, that after this bill shall pass the average duty of the
United States ngainst Canada will still be higher than the aver-
age of the duties levied by Canada against the United States,

The President is recognizing the laws of nature. The fact
that that country buys from us nearly twice as much as she
does from all the other nations of the world shows most power-
fully how the ties of nature are drawing us commereially
together. It Is not wise to try to float upstream. We should
permit the Iaws of nature to work without obstruction, and
they will work, for the benefit of both countries. The size of
our planet is dwindling every year. The discovery of all of the
lands of the world, the wonderful inventions of the last century,
the railrond and the telephone and the telegraph make this
world to-day as small, compared with the world of the time of
Colunmbus, as one of Jupiter's satellites is as compared with
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Jupiter. We are rapidly growing smaller, and here is this
great neighbor of ours that is industrially a part of the United
States. I say it is wise for us to recognize that fact and to
pass this bill. It does not go far enough, but it takes a long
step in the right direction.

Mr. LONGWORTH rose,

Mr. McCALL. I have about three minutes more.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman.

Mr. McCALL. It is simply a matter of saying a few things
in three minutes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I simply want to ask the gentleman one
question. He spoke during the course of his remarks on the
question of the most-favored-nation clause. He said that noth-
ing in this bill as it stands would violate the most-favored-
nation clause. Suppose, however, an amendment were offered
changing a duty in this bill; as, for instance, suppose that an
amendment were offered putting Canadian meat on the free list
without any reduction on the part of Canada. In his opinion
would that violate the most-favored-nation clause?

Mr. McCALL. I think that would violate the most-favored-
nation eclause,

I regret that I have only three minutes more. It is argued
in effect by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNroor] in his
very able speech:

Add this farmers’ free list to this bill. TLoad it to the gun-
wiles with amendments and sink it if you can.

Consider for a moment the sort of a measure this bill wounld
become. Here is a proposition to earry out an international
agreement. The first section of the act says that flour shall be
admitted at a certain rate of duty from Canada when Canada
shall admit flour at the same rate coming from this country,
and the same thing with regard to meat and other articles.

The trade is carefully carried out in the first article. Then,
in the fourth article, with econtemptuous levity we say that all
these things, coming from all the rest of the world, for which
Canadian statesmen have paid a consideration to get a redue-
tion of duty upon them, shall come into our markets free of
duty. Webster said, *‘Politics should cease at the water's
edge " ; but this would be playing politics upon an international
scale. It would treat with levity the negotiations between the
Canadian commissioners and the President of the United States.
It would attest, at the same time, their inability to make a bar-
gain and the ability of the President of the United States to
drive a hard bargain, because, without any consideration what-
ever, in a snbsequent section, we freely give better terms to
the rest of the world.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if T may have just two or three minutes
more, the boundary line between these two countries stretelies,
as I have said, for 3,700 miles. There is no modern fort along
that line, After the war of 1812, by the Rush-Bagchot treaty,
we agreed to have no further armaments upon the Great Takes,
although two of the chief battles of that war had been fought
upon them. Great cities, with billions of dollars of property,
with fabulous wealth, have grown up along that boundary. They
are not defended by a single gun, but there are no cities in all
the world that are more safe, because they are fortified and
guarded by the good sense, the common interests, and the
friendly sentiments of two great nations. [Applause.] We have
forts, it is frue, and guns along that line, but they are anti-
quated and the survivals of a time long past. And we have
made the dreams of the poets come true, for the boys wage
mimic wars in the erumbling embrasures of the forts, the Lirds
build their nests in the lips of fhe ecannon, and little children
play upon them and clasp their silent throats. We can just as
safely dismantle the tariff forts between the two countries.
Canada is one with us in sentiment. She is one with ns in all
the strongest ties that can draw nations together: and I trust
that this side of the Honse will vie with that side of the Honse
and support the President of the Tnited States in the enlight-
ened and civilized policy proposed by this bill. [Prolonged
applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [AMr.
Darzrrrn]. [Applause.]

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, T quite agree with the gentle-
man who preceded me [Mr. McCALL] in believing that the ques-
tion now under discussion in this House is one of vast im-
portance. I quite agree with him also that the debate has Lieen
of a high order, quite up to the best traditions of the House of
RRepresentatives.

During the last Congress I took oceasion to make some obh-
servations upon the pending measuore, and I shall endeavor so
far as I can to avoid any repetition now.

With such knowledge as I was able to gain at that time, of
its purposes and probable effects, I felt it my duty to oppose it
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Investization and reflection have strengthened me in the con-
victien that the best interests of our people call, and call londly,
for its defeat. T[Applause on the Republican side.]

. I shall not waste time by way of preliminaries. I ask, in
the first place, what necessity was there for the making of this
agreement at this time?

Our trade relations with Canada had been adjusted under
a tariff law only recently passed. The President had an-
nounced that they had been satisfacterily adjusted. The table
of exports and imports between the two countries showed that
existing conditons were most favorable to our people. Our
trade svas large and increasing and the balonce was in our
favor to the extent of many millions annually. It is shown
by the schedules accompanying the President’'s message that
nnder this agreement we will sorrender two and one-half mil-
lions of revenue yearly in excess of the amount surrendered by
Canada. If any necessity therefore existed for new trade con-
ditions, it was on the part of Canada and not of the United
States. So far, then, the agreement is undeniably to our
disadvantage.

Who suggested the making of such an agreement? We had
only recently enacted a new tariff law. Dusiness was gradually
adjusting itself to new conditions. True, fhere was dissatisfac-
tion with the new law, as there always is with a new tariff
law. The publie press wanted to have free paper, but contained
no suggestion of free trade for our farm products. The Presi-
dent and others found fault with the wool schedule, but even
g0, the President declared the law the best tarifT law ever
placed on the statute book. He did not intimate any desire for
free trade for our agriculture.

What political party outside of Massachusetts suggested reci-
procity with Canada? What political convention, in what State
of the Union, preposed the opening up anew of our tariff law
80 as to institute free trade in any form between the United
States and Canada?

What national convention suggested it? Where in the plat-
form of the Republican Party upon which the President made
Lhig appeal to the people and secured his election do you find,
dhi?c“-f or indirectly, that reciproeity with Canada is a party
policy ?

It svould appear, then, that in the absence of any discovered
necessity and ywithout any popular demand for it this agree-
ment was made by the President and made in secret, for it is
;ml:1 lcontended that any party lender was consulted with respect
o it.

I approach now a question which is of fundamental im-
portance as bearing upon the constitutional relation of the
executive and legislative departments of the Government. I
do not need to enlarge on the necessity of compelling each of
our coordinate departments to confine itself within its own
sphere. Any invasion by one department of the rights and fune-
tions of another disarranges the whole scheme and operates
to deprive one of the powers granted and to clothe another
with powers denied. Too much, I fear, in recent years has there
been a concentration of pewer in the executive department.

Whence comes the constitutional power of the President, let
me ask, to make an agreement with a foreign nation which
shall revise our revenue laws?

And whence comes the power of the House of Representatives
to approve such an agreement, in bulk, without exercising its
right of judgment and of amendment, unless it renounces its
constitntional prerogative to inaugurate revenue mensures?

TWhat is the Canadian pact, as the publie press has termed it?
The President said in his message recently sent to Congress:

In my annunl message of December G, 1910, * * * 1 also in-
formed you that, by my dircction, the Secretary of Btate had dis-
patched two representatives of the Department of State as special
cominissioners to Ottawa to confer with representatives of the Domin-
ion Government, that they were authorized to take steps to formulate
a scciprocal trade agreement, t the Ottawa conferences thus
bezun had been adjourned to be resumed in Was 011,

On the Tth of the present month two cabinet ministers came to
Washington as representatives of the Dominion Government, and the
conferences were continued between them and the Secretary of State,
The result of the negotiations was that on the 21st instant a reciprocal
trade agreement icas reached, the text of which is hercicith transmit-
ted, with accompanying correspondence nnd other data, * * =

Ay purpose in making a reciprocel trade agreement with Canada has

been not only to obtain one that would be mutually advantageous to
Eoﬂz co:mtries, but one which also would be truly national in its scope.

I feel I have correctly interpreted the acish of the Amorican people
by crpressing in the arrangement now submittcd to Congross for its
approrai thelr desire for a more intimate and cordial relationship with
Canada. I therefore earncstly hope that the measure will be promptly
cnacted into law,

That which is now before mg is called in the message “a
reciproeal trade agreement,” an “arrangement,” and a “ meas-
ure.” It is said to have been made by authority of the Presi-
dent, and it is submitted to Congress for what? To be debated,

deliberated upon, to be amended, to be finally passed upon in
such form as Congress may determine? Not at all—to be ap-
proved and enacted into law.

It is snfe to say that the President has no constitutional
power to make an “agreement” or “arrangement” with a for-
eign power to revise our revenue law, especially in terms which
preclude the exercise of any judgment upon the part of Con-
gress or either branch thereof.

The President made a carefully prepared speech at Spring-
field, from which it is apparent that he assumed he had such
poOwWer.

e snid:

The Constitution provides that the President may make trenties—

The President may make trealics—

by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and the treaties
when thus made shall constitute the law of the Iand. It has always
boen a question, however, achether it swas mot ncecessary, in order to
carry treatics aﬁ'ccumg tarifl and revenue measures into ¢ffcot, to have
action Ly Congress iuw the Jorm of legislation rccognizing and enfore-
ing the treaty.

Mr. Chairman, that is the law. No treaty can be made relat-
ing to our revenues that will be effective until it subsequently
be indorsed by the Congress of the United States. At the time
when the Coban treaty was indorsed Congress said:

And provided further, That nothing hereln contained shall be treated
or construcd as an admission on the part of the House of Itepresenta-
tives that customs duties can Le chan otherwlse than by an act of
Congress originating in said House.

To continue now the President's speech:

Because of this doubt it was thought wiser on behalf of both Gov-
ernments not to make a formal treaty.

1 do not find in the Constitution of the United States any
distinction between a “ treaty ” and a “formal treaty.”

Not to make a formal treaty, but to make an agreement between ihe
Ezecutives by which cach, excreising his constitutional power in his
Government, should submit the agrecment in the form of o statute to be
enacted and go into foree on condition that a similar statute was
passed by the legislature of the other country.

It is apparent from what the President here says that he
assents to the proposition that a treaty relating to tariff
changes must receive the indorsement of the Iouse of Repre-
sentatives before it can go into effect, and it is apparent also
that he claims to have a power ns Executive, beyond the treaty-
making power, to make an agreement with a foreign executive
changing our tariff laws in terms which shall not be subject to
legislntive review or amendment.

It dees not reguire any argument to demonstrate that the
President has no such constitutional power.

In both the MeKinley law and the Dingley law certain powers
were conferred on the President to make tariff changes, but the
terms were prescribed by Congress, otherwise the changes
would have been held unconstitutional as being a delegation of
legislative power that Congress could not make.

There are no provisions in existing law similar to those which
were in the McKinley and Dingley laws.

In a subseguent part of his speech the President used these
terms:

In other words, the great bencfit of this treaty is the profit in mutual
exchange, ete.

Further on he says:

My own view is that no step could be taken more In the Interest of a
reasonable poliey of protection than the appreoval of this treatly.

The President’s view of his own powers was shared by the
Canadian representatives. In their written stipulation accom-
panying the agreement they provide:

3. It is agreed that the desired tarif changes shall not take the
formal shape of a trecaty, but that the Governments of the two countries
will use thelr utmost endeavors to bring about such changes Ly con-
current legislation at Washington and Oftawa.

4, The Government of ihe countrics having made this agreement—

And so forth.

From the foregoing it is apparent that both the President and
the Canadian representatives entered into what they both recog-
nized as an informal treaty, but what they called an agreement,
Whether the Canadian representatives had power to make either
a trade agreement or o treaty I do not undertake to say, but I
do assert with the ntmost confidence that the President had no
power to make any agreement changing our revenue laws ex-
cept such as is conferred on him by the treaty-making clause
of the Constitution. And any agreement so made, to be effec-
tive, must receive, first, the approval of two-thirds of the Sen-
ate and, second, the indorsement of the Congress,

Should the pending bill be passed by a majority of the votes
of both IHouses, you will have a8 the result only the unanthor-
ized legislative indorsement of an unauthorized Executive act,
and I apprehend that the constitutional powers of the House
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and the constitutional power of the Executive are not beyond
the power of judicial definition. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

But you say this is **a bill to promote reciprocal trade rela-
tions with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes.”
But that Is not true. It is a bill to validate a reciprocal trade
agreement made by the President with certain Canadian offi-
cials so as to make changes in our revenue lamw. DBut the Con-
stitution provides * all bills for raising revenue shall originate
in the House of Representatives.” To say that this bill origi-
nated in the House of Representatives is merely to juggle with
words. The bill, even in form, originated in the Executive de-
partment. The form, however, amounts to nothing. It is the
President’s agreement that you are called upon to ratify. That
is the substance; that originated with the Executive.

The power to originate revenue measures comprises the power
(1) to choose the subjects of taxation and (2) to name the
rate of tax., In this measure, whereby you are asked—to use
the language of the President—to put “ the agreement in the
form of a statute,” the President and the Canadian commis-
gioners have selected the objects of taxation and also the rates
of tax, and you can not dot an “i" or cross a “t.” So bound
and helpless is the House of Representatives in dealing with
this measure that in the last Congress it was jammed through
the House under a drastic rule, which not only prohibited
amendment but prevented its being read. Now, in this Con-
gress, open proclamation is made by the majority that no amend-
ment will be permitted, because such amendment would jeop-
ardize the agreement.

In all its history the House of Representatives never before
knew so humiliating a day as this, called upon, as it is, to
renounce its constitutional prerogative and register an Executive
decree.

It remains to be seen whether the Senate will renounce its
constitutional prerogative as sharer in the treaty-making power.

Of course it is the sheerest sophistry to contend that the
adoption by Congress of the President’s agreement is equivalent
in law to its inception in Congress. To adopt is not to originate.

But suppose that both House and Senate renounce their con-
stitutional functions, pass this measure by majority votes, and
that it be signed by the President. What then? Ostensibly it
becomes a law. The correction of the Members of the House
and Senate who have failed in their duty belongs to their con-
stituents, The law, however, will still require the approval of
a competent tribunal before it can be effective.

I have challenged an answer to the question, What necessity
existed for the making of this agreement at this time? And to
the other question, What popular demand was there for it? I
proceed further to ask, What do its advoeates urge in its be-
half? Very little; very little. They have spent all of their
time in trying to demonstrate that it will do us no harm, They
have been and are strictly on the defensive.

Men on the other side of the Chamber have been loud in its
praises as a Democratic free-trade measure, and have enthu-
siastically supported it as the first step in the destruction of the
protective system. Men on this side of the Chamber have de-
voted their efforts to show that free trade in farm products will
not hurt the farmer, and furthermore is in strict acecord with
the policies and platforms of the Republican Party. All of
them have avowed themselves protectionists. All of them have
opposed free trade except when it was baptized “ reciprocity.”
Of course the catechword in the mouth of the advocates of this
iniquitous measure is the high cost of living—an appeal to the
populace—pass this measure and you will get free food. These
are the gentlemen who perform the equestrian feat of riding
two horses going in different directions at the same time. Free
trade with Canada will reduce the price of the farmer's product
to the consumer, but it will not reduce the value of the farmer's
product to the farmer. Other gentlemen are honest enough to
follow the President, who tells us in his message that this
measure will not have any perceptible present effect upon
prices, that high prices are world-wide, due to many causes,
and that any effect thereon must be looked for in the future.
If this statement were made to the kind of people whose sup-
port of this measure is gained by their belief in it as a relief
from high prices, I apprehend there would be a sudden and
wholesale desertion.

There is no intelligent man who does not know that there is
nothing in the suggestion of relief from high prices by this
measure that would justify a revolution in our revenue system,
such a revolution as the enactment of this measure would in-
evitably bring about.

But there is a necessity to increase our foreign trade; hence
we must have free trade with Canada in farm products. Here
again I find myself in an impenetrable maze of argument, hope-
lessly groping for the light. The gentleman from Massachusetts

[Mr. Mc@ari] tells us in one breath that our surplus is rapidly
diminishing and that in the future we must draw from Canadian
surplus or starve; and then, when he has recovered his breath
from that statement, he tells us that we must build up Canada,
so as to procure customers for our surplus. [Applause on the
Republican side.] The gentleman from Massachusetts Is en-
titled to credit for an original plan for securing foreign trade.
Build up the foreigner. * Remove this tariff,” says the gentle-
man, speaking of Canada, *“and she will soon gain the strength
and stiature of a great nation.” * You increase the purchasing
pewer of a customer, and you thereby increase your own pros-
perity,” says the gentleman. I reeall, in this connection, a
quotation from Mr. McKinley's introduction to Mr. Curtis's
book, * Protection and Prosperity.” He says:

The people of no nation In the history of the world has ever pros-
pered under a policy which sacrificed home industries to build up and
Etel;'tcel‘;.-p the resources and give employment to the labor of foreigm

[Applause on the Republican side.]

We do not need this measure to secure the Canadian market.
That market is already ours. The President tells us in his
message that the entire foreign trade of Canada in the fiseal
year 1010 was $655,000,000; that her imports were $376,000,000,
and of this amount the United States contributed $223,000,000.
In point of fact, to be exaet, our exports to Canada last year,
1910, were $241,809,233. Our imports from Canada were §103,-
256,055. The balance of trade in our favor was $138,5652,278,
or 134.20 per cent of exports over imports. Our exports to all
other countries were $1,622,682411, and our imports were
$1,459,667,206, the balance of trade in our favor being $163,-
015,115, or 11.17 per cent of exports over imports. We already
have 60 per cent of Canada's trade. Talk about passing this
meusure for the purpose of securing foreign trade! That for-
eign trade we already have.

We do not need this measure to increase our trade with Can-
ada. She is now our best customer. Why? Because she can
not help herself. She is our best customer, not as a matter of
sentiment, but because she can buy to better advantage in our
markets than in any other. Self-interest compels her to deal
with us. Why, our exports to Canada have increased from
$28,000,000 in 1866, when the former treaty was denounced, to
$241,000,000 last year. And they will go on increasing as the
demands of the Canadian market increase and the ability of the
Ameriean producer to supply increases, and nothing ean prevent
it unless it be some such bungling piece of statesmanship as
this proposed treaty. [Applause on the Republican side.] Why
antngonize the great farming interests of every State of the
Union to pursue a mere will-o’-the-wisp? It is not statesman-
ship, it is not common sense.

But falling to find any other reason why we should abandon
our ancient landmarks, the advoeates of this measure rise to
the plane of a lofty altruism, beautifully demonstrated by
my friend from Massachusetts in his peroration. The Cana-
dians, it is urged, are our neighbors; for 3,000 miles their
boundary is our boundary; we are the same race, speak the
same tongue, inherit the same traditions, and have similar
institutions.

Well, what of it? What is this arrangement—a treaty of
peace and amity, an arbitration agreement, or what the gen-
tleman from Connecticut ealls it—a plain business proposition,
a question of national revenues, of common everyday dollars
and cents? Sentiment is not business. Revenue measures are
not made on sentiment. The Canadians do not pay our taxes,
maintain our schools, our churches, or our charities; they do
not build our roads, maintain our Army, or confribute to our
Navy. They do not fight our battles. True, living alongside
of us, they have been decent enough not to require us to main-
tain an army to keep them in orvder. [Applause.] But, true
again, living alongside of them, we have not compelled them to
maintain an army to ‘keep us in order. True, we are coin-
heritors of the traditions of English liberty, but only down to
the point where our fathers, through blood and sacrifice, ex-
tended that liberty to and established it in the United States,
wlile the men of Canada remained still English dependents.
Because in common we claim kinship with the great names of
English literature, with Shakespeare, and Milton, and Byron,
and Tennyson, with the exponents of English statesmanship—
Burke and Fox and Willlam Pitt—we may well rejoice. But it
is a subject of rejoicing and not of business. It furnishes no
reason why we should exchange a good American dollar for a
Canadian half dollar. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Sentiment is a grand thing; it rules the world of civilized
intercourse, but among cool-headed business men it has no
place in the world of trade. It played no part in the long and
bitter fisheries disputes with our dear Canadian brethren. It
played no part in the settlement of Canada's irritating, arro-
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gant, and unfounded elaim in connection with the Alaskan
boundary line.

If neighborhood and kinship of race and Ianguage and his-
tory furnish reasons why trade barriers should De removed,
they furnish equally good reasons why political barriers should
be removed and the two peoples consolidated under one flag.
And disavow much as we may any intention in that direction,
if we adopt this measure the force of evenfs will ultimately
assert itself fo that end. This Dbill itself in its new section
proposes another step toward bringing together the two peoples
under one flag, and that flag will bear the Stars and Stripes.

O no, my friends, when it comes to a matter of sentiment my
heart goes out to my own people; my patriotism is Ameriean,
not Canadian patriotism; my brotherly love is for my own kin,
for the American farmer, not for his Canadian competitor.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

In the absence of any good reason why this bill should pass
there are many and potent reasons why it should not.

It is unnecessary, not responsive to the popular demand, dis-
turbing of the business interests of the country.

But more than that, it is unfair to the farmer, whose inter-
ests in particular it attacks.

I do not want to weary the committee with a restatement of
the argument which has been so well presented by many of
those who have preceded me. The history of American agri-
culture, its gradual extension westward to the possession of
new and fertile fields, with the result that older and less fertile
fields had to be abandoned, has been vividly portrayed. The
similarity of the situation now,*if the vast luxuriously fertile
fields of Canada are to be brought into competition with our
western farms, to the situation as it existed in our earlier
years has been pointed out. The same economie law that
worked to the disadvantage of eastern agriculture when western
farms were established will operate as to Canadian and western
farms, and in like manner and with like result.

It is easy to juggle with figures and by a proper selection of
them establish almost anything. Doubtless there are some Cana-
dian lands as high in price as some Ameriean lands, some plices
where there is little difference between Canadian wages and
Canadian prices and our wages and prices, but they are the
exception and not the rule, and anyone who will be honest
with himself must agree that as a general proposition Canadian
lands are cheaper than Ameriean lands, Canadian wages less
than American wages, Canadian prices less than Ameriean prices;
that Canada has a territory of vast proportions, capable of pro-
ducing almost limitless guantities of grain from a soil fertile
beyond any soil on this side of the international boundary line.

It seems to me, discarding special pleas, the conclusion must
inevitably be that the possibilities of Canadian agriculture are
such as to put Ameriean agriculture in-competition with it at
a great disadvantage. As a consequence, free trade with
Cannda in farm products must inure to the disadvantage of
the Ameriean farmer. Taking the agreement as a whole, it can
not but inure to the advantage of Canada and to the disad-
vantage of the United States.

We do not need to rely on theory to establish that proposi-
tion. It has already been established in actual experience. I
need not enlarge upon this point, because it has been fully dis-
cussed both by myself in the last Congress and by yarious gen-
tlemen in the course of this debate. I then asserted and now
assert that the reciproeity treaty of 1854, which was denounced
in 1860 and which is similar to the proposed agreement, worked
disastrously to the United States and was denounced for that
reason.

Gentlemen have denied both propositions. Without addue-
ing any figures by way of proof, they dogmatically assert, first,
that it did not operate against our interests, and, second, that
it was denounced for political and not for economic reasons,
one gentleman asserting that it was denounced on account of
our indignation beeause of Canada’s friendship to the Southern
Confederacy. But there are two things that have not been
and can not be denied: First, that under the operation of that
treaty in 12 years our exports to Canada dwindled from nearly
$20,000,000 to a little over $15,000,000, while Canada’s exports
to us grew from $12,000,000 to $46,000,000; that in the last two
years of that treaty’s life we remitted to Canada duoties amount-
ing to over $70,000,000 and lost the balance of trade by over
$28,000,000.

These facts have not been and can not be denied. Nor can it
be denied, in the second place, that every contemporancous
statesman of note in our history declared the treaty to have
been disastrous to the interest of the United States and that it
was denounced for that reason.

I recur to this proposition at this time only because in states-
manship, as in everything else, it is wise to take the lessons of

experience. And if that treaty, through its 12 years of life
under like eonditions to those presented now, was disastrous to
{he interests of the United States, to all the interests of the
United States, both her industries and Dher revenues, we have
the right to assume—we would be foolish not to assume—that
the enactment of this Iaw now would bring about precisely the
same results.

In this connection I ought to refer to the fact stated by the
gentleman who preceded me, that ever since the denouncement
of the Elgin treaty Canada has been importuning us to enter into
a similar treaty, and to call attention to the fact that every ad-
ministration, from that of Franklin Plerce down to the present
administration, has refused to enter into negotintions with
Canada for a treaty for the exchange of natural products.
Why, so late as the administration of Mr, Harrison, in 1802, Mr.
Blaine told the Canadian envoys that we would not entertain
any proposition for an agreement looking to the exchange of
natural products, because, he said “the benefits of such an
exchange would be almost wholly with the people of Canada.”

Talk about reciprocal treaties in competitive articles! Why,
in the very nature of the ease there ean be no reciprocal treaty
in competitive articles. Exchange of competitive articles means
competition. Reciprocity means the trading of the things that
we have for the things that we do not have.

But, Mr. Chairman, you may discuss the question of prices,
you may discuss the question of agricultural interests, and
many other incidental questions, and you will not, after all,
have reached the fundamental and dominating issue in this
case. Until this bill was introduced it was the universally
accepted belief that the protective system, against that of free
trade, was the accepted economie policy of the United States.
Parties divided on rates of duties. The Republican Party stood
for such duties as would furnish protection to American capital
and American labor. The Demoeratic Party stood for rates of
duty levied for revenue only. This Dill looks neither to protec-
tion nor revenue. It deprives us of revenue. It is an open,
avowed free-trade measure. It is such upon its face, and it is
s0 declared to be by the Democratic Party.

Its significance lies in the fact—mark me, ils significance
lies in the fact—that this is the first step in the destruction of
the protective system. That system is a complete logical whole,
and it admits of no exceptions. It must apply to all industries,
or it will not be permitted to apply to any. [Applause on tha
Republican side.] If the farmer can not have adequate protec-
tion for his industry, the manufacturer will not have protection
for his. No system of protection is praecticable or would ba
Just some of whose schedules are protective and some of which
are nonprotective.

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircmix], wha
honored me with so much of his attentions, portrayed me as
shedding tears for the farmer while I had in mind the manu-
facturer. The gentleman from XNorth Carolina in part was
right. I had boeth the farmer and the manufacturer in mind.
When you direct my attention to the subject of a tariff I always
have in mind the great eity, dear to my heart, whose interests it
is my highest ambition to serve. I recall its pillar of cloud by day,
its pillar of fire by night, the roar of its machinery, its myrind
workingmen in the receipt of the highest wages paid any works
ingmen in any place on earth [applause], a city which is a
shining exemplar of the beneficent results of the system of pro-
tection. And when I have in mind the fact that if the farmer
be robbed of his protection my great city will be robbed of its
protection I refuse to participate in the robbery. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

This measure rises high abeve mere considerations of tem-
porary profit. It means more than bookkeeping and a balane-
ing of accounts. It involves the integrity of a system whose
foundation was laid in the first legislative act of the First Con-
gress, which has received the indorsement of the most distin-
guished names in our history, and under which we have grown
to a height of prosperity unprecedented in the world's annals.
The system is essentially a Republican system. From the hour
of its birth until this present hour the Republican Party has
stood for protection; protection for Ameriean capital, for Amer-
fean labor, whether in the field, the factory, or the mine, to
the end that there should be established a great home market
which should be for Amerieans, and that the high standard of
~merican civilization should be preserved.

Under its fostering influence cities have been founded, have
crown and multiplied. North and South, East and West have
been bound together in inseparable brotherhood by bands of
stecl. Progress has taken its resistless march across the conti-
nent, overcoming all the barriers of nature, planting fields and
reaping harvests, until even the desert has been made to blos-
som like the rose. [Applause on the Republican side.] Its
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encouraging inspiration has given birth to a hardy race of
pioncer sons, whose singleness of purpose, whose energy and
ageressiveness and patriotism have given to the world the won-
derful sfory of the wimningz of the West. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.] Are we zZoing to turn our backs on those hardy
pioneer sons and their sons by the abolition of a system to
which they owe their success and which is essential to its con-
tinuance? Already hundreds of thousands of them, lured by
the promises of the [uxuriantly fertile fields of Canada, have
left their western farms to become a part of our neighbor's
population and ndd to her wealth. Shall we tempt other thou-
sands upon inerensing thousands to abandon our fields for Cana-
dian fields, taking with them the virtues that constitute good
citizenship? Any policy that takes from us our boys and girls,
the good red blood of American manhood and womanhood, that
depletes the valley of the Mississippi and the plains of the West
and lowers farm values herc while increasing them across the
border, robs us of our dearest and most valuable possession.
[Applanse on the Republiean side.]

I can not stop to demonstrate at length why no Republican,
in my judgment, can consistently vote for this measure. I would
like to ask him one or two questions:

Tirst. Do you not believe that the cost of production of farm
products is less in Canada than it is in the United States? And
if yeu do, then how can you escape the conclusion that to put
farm products on the free list is to violate the pledge of the
last Republican platform? [Applause on the Republican side.]

Second. Do you believe the testimony of the Mann committee
and of the President’'s Tariff Board (and neither of these has
been contradicted) to the effect that it costs from $2 to $4.14
more to make a ton of paper in the United States than it does in
Canada ?

If you do, then how can you escape the conclusion that to put
paper on the free list is a violation of the pledge of the last
Republican platform? [Applause on the Republican side.]

I beg for a conscientious reply to these queries. It is vital
The Republican Party as the party of protection is on trial here
to-day. You and I, my Republican brethren, are on trial. As
we respond, so shall we and our party, the party of MeKinley,
be dealt with in the great forum of the American electorate.
Sometimes it is swayed by popular clamor, sometimes by the
shadow of a great name, but in the end its deliberate judgment

is true to righteousness; its last verdict invariably loyal to the |

loyal. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the enactment into law
of this bill, in my judgment, marks the end of an era in the
economic policy of our country so far as our customs laws affect
the industrial conditions of the Nation.

The period of exclusion has passed; the era of honest compe-
tition is here. [Applause.]

For 50 years the Republican Party has maintained the policy
of excluding from the home market, as far as it has been able
to do so, competitive products from other countries.

In the beginning this policy was inaugurated with the ex-
press declaration that it was intended to ‘develop mew indus-
tries until they were strong enough to stand alone and face in
the open markets of the world the rivalry of our productive
competitors, but the greed for gain has driven the advocates of
this theory far beyond the position they maintained at its in-
ception. To-day there is hardly a great American industry
that is not exporting its surplus products to the open markets
of the world and selling them in free competition with the
manufactured goods and crops of our foreign competitors.

Qur agricultural implements supply the farmers' wants be-
yond the seas, Our boots and shoes are worn by people who
speak many foreign languages and who tread the highways of
the Oceldent and the Orient. The looms of our factories clothe
the people of distant lands. The freight of our foreign rivals
is carried to market on American rails, drawn by American
engines, across chasms spanned by American-built bridges. [Ap-
plause.] The harvests of our farmers feed the toiling masses
of Europe. We would be the unrivaled masters of production
and industry in every land where free competition can be
obtained if we would but strike off the shackles that bind us
to the dead and unnecessary economic system maintained by
the Republican Party, that creates false standards and waste-
ful conditions at home. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I recognize that these false standards have been engrafted
on our industrial life and that we can not strike them all off
in an hour or a day without serions danger. What I contend
for is that we turn our faces away from them and gradually
and carefully adjust our laws to meet the new conditions that
face ug, without serious injury to either labor or capital, in order
that we may reduce the cost of living at home and be prepared
to dispose of more of our surplus products in the markets of

the world, to the end that we may give constant employment fo
laber and maintain stable prices at home,

The Democratic Party does not intend to abandon the custom-
houses, but favors a policy of levying customs duties for revenue
purposes only, at rates that will not destroy fair and honest
competition in the home market. ‘[Applause.] This position
will be accomplished by the reduction of tariff faxes provided
for in the laws now on the statute books to a point where fair
competition will bring about reasonable prices and destroy
monopolistic tendencies. [Applause.]

I say that this bill marks the end of an era in the economic
life of the Nation. Why? Not that the immediate results will
be far-reaching, but becaunse it takes one step in the right direc-
tion, a step away from the exclusive protective policy, a step
toward an honest competitive policy.

The advocates of the Republican policy of protection have
always heretofore insisted that reciprocal trade agreements
should only be made to affect noncompeting products. This
bill embraces in its terms competitive products of both nations
and recognizes the Democratic positlon that no tariff law is
either warranted or just that protects the profits of the pro-
ducer and destroys honest competition.

The bill under consideration will carry into law a reciprocal
agreement negotinted by our Government with the Government
of the Dominion of Canada. In the year 1910 the trade of
Canada with all the world was $0693,211,221; her total imports
were $385,835,103; the people of the United States sending her
$233,071,150 of this amount, and from the rest of the world
she received only $152,763,940.

As the population of Canada is about 7,500,000 it appears
that she bought from us about $30 worth of goods for each per-
son living in the Dominion of Canada. This is a remarkable
showing considering the fact that our trade is held back by
tariff laws that as to the mother country discriminate against us.

Our own import figures show for the same year imports com-
ing into this country from Canada to the amount of $95,128,310,
about $1 per capita. They take of us $30 per capita and we take
of them $1 per capita. They are-a new country and a growing
comntry. Of necessity they will tnke our produets in excess of
our taking theirs. Did not the great Eastern States three de-
cades ago live and thrive on the development of the West?
Will not the already developed States of the Union grow and
prosper on the development of the new Provinces of Canada if
you tear down the artificial wall and give us an opportunity
for fair trade?

There has been a great deal said in the debate in the House
about the farmers in the Northern States being opposed to
this pact. It has been contended that the opposition to this
pact comes from the agricultural classes of America. My
friends, there is no doubt that to-day a number, and possibly
a large number, of the farmers of the Northern States are op-
posed to this pact. Why? Becnuse they have been assidnously
campaigned by certain great protected interests that do not
dare show their own hands above the surface. [Applause on
the Demoeratic side.]

They have been misled by false facts and false statements
coming from men who desire to maintain the high protective
principles of the Republican party, which protected their profits
and made the toiling masses serve them as their masters.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] ¢ have not had the sug-
gestion made by those who oppose the bill that the real opposi-
tion was coming from the great protected lumber interests of
this country [applause on the Democratic side], but we know
it and you know it. I hold in my hand a ecircular letter, sent
out by the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, of
which Edward Hines, of Chicago, is the President—Edward
Hines, of recent uncertain fame. Let e read it:

Tin NATIONAL LuMpER MAXUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION,

Chicago, INl., March 1T, 1911.
To members of afiliated associations:

Dear Sin: As a2 member of an assoclation pfillated with the Natlonal
Lonmber Manufacturers' Association yon are doubtless interested in the
{)ruposed so-called reciprocity ug;.:emcnt with Canada and the action of

he National Lumbér Manufacturers' Assoclation against its adoption
in its present form.

Lumber producers of the United Btates arc doubtless intercsted in
different degrees In this subjeet, but we belicve that all feel that the
sinﬂlu% out of the sawmills of the country to bear so large a share
of the burden of this reciprocity, withont any compensating advantages
whatever, is in the h[:,rzbest degree unfair, and that we may be justly
Indignant, regardless of the degree of harm inflicted upon us, by treat-
ment so discriminatory. The protest made to the Senate, a copy of
which Is sent you, contalns o condensed statement of the chief grounds
of objection to the nl;teement.

The agreement which, chiefly beeaunse of our efforts, falled to become
a law at the last session of Congress, will, of course, be presented at
the opening of the extrn sesslon, Aprh 4, and we wonld call for your
immediate personal asslstance in so presenting the objectlons to the
agreement to your Ilepresentatives in Congress and Senators, of what-
ever party, that this ill-considered and unrcciprocal arrangement shall
not become law.
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Whatever the ultimate effect of the arrangzement may be, it is evl-
dent that for the time being It will disturb business, upset values of
lumber, tend to Increase the value of Canadlan stumpage at the expense
of American, and will affect the credit of Ameriean lumber Institutions.

We would suggest that you see your biaoks and discuss the agreement
with them along these lines:

First. The credit of lumber concerns In the TUnited States. The past
three years have been severe ones in the lumber indugtry generally,
and in some sections almost disastrous. The agreement will make mat-
ters worse, rather than better. Should not the banks use all their in-
fluence on those In power to prevent a further demorallzation of a
business which In some sections furnishes so large a portion of their
business and revenues? And should pot they protest against that
;-tili:.l; will inevitably tend to depreciate the value of the securities they

ol

Becond. The agrienltural features of the agreement tend directly to
put Americin and Canadian agricultural land values upon an e?::nlild’.
American farmers have been going by the tens of thousands to Canada
within the last few years becauge they eould there get low-priced lands
which are as productive or more productive than those at home, unless
the latter are fo be artificially fertilized at much expense. The extent
and character of this movement of American farmers to Canada is suffi-
cient proof of the facts. Our banks, insurance companies, private in-
vestors, and other financial interests have Immense amounts of capital
invested in Amarican farm securities. Do they want the value of these
gecurities depreciated?

Further, great efforts have been made during the last two or three
ears. with some success, to arouse renewed interest in American land
nvesiments, and therefore to check the movement of American farmers
and capital to the Canadian Northwest. Great progress has been made
in arousing interest in the long-neglected farm lands of the East, the
cut-over lands of the South, North, and West, the swamp lands of the
East and South, and the frrigated lands of the West. This movement,
so promising to all our American Interesis, wili receive a getback
which will not be recovered from for years if the reciprocity agreement

goes Into effect, for with all the tariff barriers removed the cheaper
Canadian lands will be as attractive, acre for acre, as those in this
country.

Amei-icnn farmers who wish the value of their farm lands as well as of
iheirdproducts maintained should interest themselves in this matter, ns
indeed they are already doing, and the thousands of protests which
came in from farmers and farmers' organizations during the last two
ﬁ?‘fu of the session did much to prevent the adoption of the reciprocity
Your customers among the retall lumbermen in the agricultural dis-
tricts of the North should be especially interested in the above argu-
ments, for the pusage of the reciprocity bill is certain, because of
the feelilng and apprebension it will canse among the farmers, with its
reflex action upon the banks, to lead to a material curtailment of busi-
nelsqfs and therefore lessen the demands of these customers upon your-
self.

We would therefore ask you at once to take up this gquestion with
your banks and trust companies, land compuanies, and farmers (amd
with your retall yard customers, If you think It wise), and have them
reach their Congressmen and Senators before the opening of Congress
and continue the work after it convenes.

Your own protest, of course, will be emphatie, and we would suggest
*that you secure the cooperation of other lumber manufacturers who are
not members of your association and so far as possible interest your
workmen in the matter, as the adoption of the agreement, which admits
Canadian lumber free into the United States, while Cannda retains her
restrictions on log exports, will necessarily stimulate tlhie construction
and topm‘utjcm of mills in Canada at the expense ol those in this
conntry. L

I should be glad to be advised of how yon feel about this matter
and what you are doing regarding it. I inclose list of the Representa-
tives from your State and the Democratic members of the Ways and
Means Committee of the new House, which is now at work on tariil
revision, Including the reciproelty mecasure,

Respectfully, yours,
Tir NATIONAL LUMBER MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION,
LEoNARD Broxsox, Manager.

. I call to your attention two paragraphs. He goes on fto ex-
plain to his brother Iumbermen the dangerous straits in
which they find themselves, and urges them to call on their
bankers and their grocerymen and their farmer friends to
come to their rescue and save the downtrodden lumber inter-
ests. I read again one’of the paragraphs in his letter:

American farmers who wish the value of thelr farm lands as well as
of their 3roducta maintained should Interest themselves in this matter,
as indeed they are already doing, and the thousands of protests which
came in from farmers and farmers' organizations during the last two
woeeks of the sesslon did much to prevent the adoption of the recl-
procity bill,

He refers to the last session of Congress. That is, the farmer
who is contending for free Inmber with which to build his hum-
ble home, the farmer for whom the distinguished gentleman
from Wisconsin says he stands, for whom lhe is calling for free
lumber—this same farmer is appealed to by this Lumber Trust
to defeat the legislation that gives him free lumber with which
to build his home. [Applause on the Democratie side.] But
the trunst goes further. Here is one of the concluding clauses
of this letter:

We therefore ask you at once to take up this question with your banks
and trust companies and land companiesand farmers and with your retail
{l“d customers, if you think it wise [langhter], and have them write

ieir Congressmen and Senators before the opening of Congress, and
continue &ne work after it convenes,

My friends, have you ever before heard of the great protected
interests of the country, the great monopolistic interests, ap-
pealing to the bankers to put the pressure on the poor devil
that has a loan to force him to stand for their interests? [Ap-
plause on Democratic side.]

Asking the banker! Here it is in black and white, a letter
from Mr. Hines, the president of the Lumber Trust, appealing

to the bankers of this country to put the screws to the farmers
who had borrowed money from them, to appeal to their Repre-
sentafives in Congress to maiutain a Yigh protective tariff for
the lumper Interests. That is not all,

I wish to read from the New York American a statement
which a reporter gathered from Mr, Wakoman, the president of
the American Protective Tariflf League, the league that stands
for prohibitive taxation for protecting profits in the Interest of
of monopoly. Mr. Wakeman issued a statament, sent out to
those who stand with him, and his statement reads as follows:

Will you and your connections kindly wire the following Congress-
men at Washington quick, urging them to vote agalnst the Canadian
reciprocity agreement?

I shall omit the names, It was an appeal to those protected
interests to wire to you gentlemen on that side sf the center
aisle and to you gentlemen on this side of the House to vote
against this bill because it was an attack on the protected in-
terests of this country. - When the newspaper repoiter askead
Mr. Wakeman if that was an official letter and if he stood
for it, this was what he said.

That telegram was sent out Menday afternoon, after the evecuiiva
committee of the league had met and authorized me to send it.

Ile further said:

We designated the men named becanse we:have reason fo bellevy
they have been ecarried off their Itepublican faith by President Taft
and are about to commit hara-kirl for themselves and the country
by joining the Democratic Honse In Indorsing the Taft un-Republican
measure of reclprocity with Caasda. What we alm nt Is to ally ths
Republican majority of the Honse as solldly as posslble agalnst reei-
proecity and thus make the unpatriotic Democratic majority wholly
responsible for its passage. It will then go to the Republican Scnate
as a distinetly Democratic proposition, and then let the Iepublican
Senate, if It dare, give its sanction to It

Listen to your masters! [Prolonged applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

The Senate of the United States, the body that in times past has
protected the liberties of the American people, are told by the head
of this Protective Tariff League that they dare not pass this bill,
Afraid of whom? Not the people; afraid of the trusts. Ah, my
friends, but it comes nearer home than that. The protected inter-
ests of this country know well that this bill will make a break
in the dike; that whenever the protective tariff is removed and
the northern farmer stands out alone without pretense of pro-
tection to his produets that hie can no longer be counted on ta
stand In the ranks of the monopolistic interests of this country,
[Applause on the Democratic side.] That is why they are
afraid of it. 1t is not so much what is in the bill, but they
know that the death knell of the protection system will have
sounded—ithat protection that means the protection of enorimous
profits and the creation of monepolies in this country—swhen
the faymer understands and abandons the Republiean Party to
those alone who have fattened upon his hard-earned dollars,
They are using, my friends, every effort in the distriets on that
side of the House aud in your district, my fellow Democrat and
in my distriet to break the column. I have protected interests
in my district, but I do not represent them. [Applause on the
Democratie side.] I rvepresent the great mass of my constitu-
ency who want honest treatment and fair play. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

Two years ago, when the proposition came before the House
to cut the rarilf on iron and steel products, in many cises about
half, T favored the proposition because I thought it was just
and fair, but some of the protected interests in my distriet met
and passed resolutions, and resolveill that they would rebuke
me if I voled to reduce the tax on iron and steel. I voted to
make the reduction [applause on the Democratic sidel, but they
did not turn me out of Congress [applause on the Deniocratie
side], and they will not furn you out of Congress if you stand
true to the people you represent. [Applause on the Democratic
gide.] The distinguished gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. Cax-
~NonN], when he addressed the House several davs ago, stated
that the United States Steel Corporation was in favor of this
bill and asked if I did not know it, or if that was not the reason
why I favored it. As I then stated to the gentleman from Ili-
nois, I was not informed as to the wishes of the United States
Steel Corporation. As a matter of fact, I am interested in the
iron and steel business myself, Everything I have in the world
is in the iron and steel business except my home, but not with
the United States Steel Corporation. My people are independ-
ent manufacturers. We meet the United States Steel Corpora-
tion every day of our existence in a competitive battle on the
industrial fields of America. My people have not asked me to
vote for a protective tariff on iron and steel.

I stated to the gentleman from Illinois thiat I did not know
the position of the United States Steel Corporation in refer-
ence to this bill, and at the time T stated it I did not know,
but I will say to him to-day I do know. I know where they
stand to-day. I am in receipt of telegrams from my district
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to-day stating that the United States Steel Corporation have
stopped work on some of the great plants in my district, have
turned 3,000 men out of employment, and have given as their
reason that I was supporting the Democratic tariff bills that
are before the House. [Applause on the Democratie side.] I
regret that this great trust should punish the constituency that |
I represent beecause of the position I take here, but I can say .
ihis to you: I stand to-day where I stood two years ago—for an |
honest revision of the tariff schedules. T propose to vote for |
this bill and the free-list bill without amendment because I be- |
lieve they are right [applause on the Democratic side], and |
I eare not what may be the effect on my personal fortunes if
we can pul on the statute books even the first step toward
breaking down the system of monopolistic protection. [Ap—l
plause on the Demecratic side.] If you waut to vote for the |
trusts and the monopolies of this country, vote against this bill. |
If yon wish to take this one step in breaking down the pro-
tective wall, there can be no gquestion as to what your duty is
to yourselves and your constituencies. [Applause on the Demo- |
cratic side.] _

They say that this bill is unfair beeause it brings the Ameri-
can farmer into competition with the Canadian farmer. Why
should he not be brought into competition? Is there any
reason? Members on that side of the Chamber may give as
the reason that they belleve in protesting the producers’ profits,
favoring special classes, and allowing the Government to guar-
antee to their favorites the right to tax the people.

They may make that statement, but we have never stood for
such a proposition. I have never been able to see why the great
manufacturers in my district, or the farmers, or anybody else,
should have their profits protected any more than I can see why
the grocer, or the mechanic, or the merchant, or the Iawyer
should have his profits protected by the Government. i

Whenever you enter the realm of protection, of necessity you
must enter the zomne of protecting profits. And whenever yon
enact a tariff bill high enough to protect a man’s profits, you
have a tariff levied, not for revenue, but for the sole purpose of |
protection. |

But why should we fear competition from these Canadian
farmers? Their standards are the same as our standards.
They are our people. There is no difference between us. The |
Canadian farmer lives in as good a home as the American
farmer. His children go to as good a school and wear as good |
clothes. He bas as much meat on the table and le indulges in
the same loxuries, He lives up to our standard of life and liv-
ing. Therefore, when we have him as a competitor we are
not tearing dewn American standards in any way.

But they say he can produce cheaper. The climatic condi-
tions of his country are more rigorous than are ours. Every
year that he plants his crops he is in more danger of losing
them, because the spring commences later and the fall begins
earlier than with us. He must harvest more hay and grain to

- take care of his cattle in the winter and keep them in the harn
longer than our farmers do, because there are nearly two months
more of winter that the Canadian farmer has to contend with
than does the farmer in the States. Can you say that this does |
not go into the cost of raising his crops? Is he not at that dis-
advantage? Why, no man can deny the proposition.

DBut they say he has cheaper land. The argument has Dbeen
made repeatedly here that thie cheap lands of Kansas and Min-
nesota 10 years ago did not destroy the high-priced land of
Indiana and Illinois. You know that. Instead of the land of
Illinois and Indiana being destroyed by the farm products that
came from the cheaper lands of the West, the lands doubled in
value, There is a greater difference in value in this country be-
tween the land in the Dakotas and Minnesota and Illinois and
Indiana than {here is between the land in the Provinces of
Manitoba and Alberta and the land of Minnesota and the Da-
kotas. The reason the land is cheap in Canada is beeause they
elther ean not preduce as much per acre or, for the better rea-
son, because they are farther away from the market and it costs
more for freight to bring their commodities to the market of
ultimate sale and to dispose of them than it does from the
higher-priced land near the center of population. That is all
there is to it

There is not a single argument that can be advanced legiti-
mately to show that the Canadian farmer can produce a erop
of any kind cheaper than the American farmer can. Then, if
that is the case, the sole argument that can be contended for on
that side of the House in favor of maintaining this tariff in the
interest of the American farmer is that his profits should be
protected.

I wish my friend, my insurgent friend, my progressive friend
from Wisconsin, were here, I would like to ask him if he stands

for protecting the profits of the farmer. He stood with us last

year on a great battle field for the rights of this House. But
that was merely a parlinmentary battle field. He proclaimed
himself a progressive, a man that was in advance of his party.
He said that he would not vote for the Payne tariff bill because
it put unjust taxation upon the American people,

But when the gentleman faces the question of cutting off pro-
tection to the profits of his own constituency, he falters at the
oate, and is unwilling to make those reductions for his own
constitueney that he desired to make for the constituency of
otlier men. Ah, my friends, you may call that “ progressive,”
but you only call it “ progressive.” I say to you that no man
can reform the world unless he first be willing to reform
himself,

Mr. CULLOP. I notice yesterday wheat in Winnipeg, Can-
adn, was quoted at 92§ cents per bushel while in Chicago it
wans SO cents a bushel, in St. Lonis it was 86 cents and in
Kansas City 84 cents per bushel. This seems to be about the
difference daily of the Winnipeg market over the Chicago mar-
ket, Now, if wheat is higher in Canada, as the quotations

| daily show, will removing the duty on wheat in any manner

injure the farmers of the United States?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will not.

Mr. CULLOP. Under the drawback clause of the Payne
tariff bill, which provides that all duties on raw material
brought into this country for manufacturing produects for ex-
portation are relieved of all tariff charges except 1 per cent

+ of the tariff levied, which the Government charges for handling

the transaction, is it not true that the miller can import wheat
for the manufacture of his export flour, and instead of paying
the tariff of 25 cents a bushel it is only 1 per cent of 25 cents
a bushiel, and he can thereby secure all such wheat from
Canada or any other country practically without any tariff at
all, so that the tariff on wheat, because of this faect, is prac-
tically removed now under the Payne bill?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is correct.

Mr. CULLOP. Chicago being the initial wheat market for
the Mississippi Valley, does not the difference in price between
places like St. Louis, Kansas City, and similar points represent
the cost of transportation charges from said points to Chi-
cago and the middleman’s profit in handling the grain?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; that is true.

Mr. Chairman, we have disenssed the wheat problem so much
during the last few days in the Honse that I hardly feel as
though I were justified in saying anything further in reference
to that matter, but I want to call attention to this fact, that
in the year 1910 the production of wheat in the United States
amounted to 695,443,000 bushels. We exported 46,679,876 bush-
elg, or G.71 per cent. Canada that year produced 149,000,000
bushels of wheat and exported 49,741,350 bushels, or 33 per cent.

Now, I want to ask the other side this question: If the out-
side world, the markets of Europe, had not absorbed that
49,000,000 bushels of export Canadian wheat, if Canada had
sent to this country every bushel of her export wheat, what
would have been the result? The European market of neces-
sity would have been 49,741,350 bushels behind the demand.
They consumed that 49,741,350 bushels, and if you had taken it
away from them and put it into this country, they would have
been short that amount, If the European market had been short
49,741,550 bushels, would they not have been ready to consume
49,741,350 bushels of whent from us at the world's price?

My friends, one strange thing about your party on that side
of the House is that you are prepared at any time to deny the
economic laws of the universe when it suits your purpose,
and to reassert them when you desire to do so. [Applause
and laughter on the Democratic side.] Fifteen years ago you
denied—your leaders on that side of the House denied—the
quantitative theory of money. You said that it did not make
any difference how muech money you had in circulation; it did
not measure your values. And yet last year a distinguished
comhmittee of Senators representing your party filed a report
on the cost of living in this country and asserted that the cost
of living had increased because the amount of money in the
country had increased and sent up prices by decreasing the
purchasing power of the money, S

Fifteen years ago you were on one side of the question and
to-day you are on the other. Until this debate commenced,
I never heard any man assert the theory that as to the great
world crops, like those of wheat and cotton, the surplus crop,
where a nation was continually exporting a portion of the
crop, did not fix the price. And yet the exigencies of the day,
the difficulties of the hour, have driven you to a position where
you deny all economic laws and say that the value of your
crop is not fixed by the surplus that you send to the markets of
Liverpool and London. If they arc—and they are, and you
know it is true—then what difference does it make whether
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you have an artificial tariff barrier befween this country and
Canada or not, so far as your wheat crop is concerned, because
the price of the wheat crop will be fixed by the price you ob-
tain for the wheat that you send to European markets, just as
our cotton crop in the Southern States is fixed by the world’s
s;:ppl_v and the world’s demand. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

Mr. HELGESEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield
to the gentleman from North Dakota?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do.

Mr. HELGESEN. If the gentleman will answer this one
guestion, I think he can satisfy the farmers of this country
that his side is right and that they are wrong on this ques-
tion. I live in the State of North Dakota. Up there we have
a town where half of the town is in North Dakota and the
other half in Saskatchewan. One of the prinecipal streets
forms the boundary line. How do you account for the fact
that the millers for years have been paying from 10 to 12
cents a bushel more for wheat, and the maltsters have been
paying from 10 to 25 or 30 cents more for barley, and the mer-
chants have been paying from 20 to 25 cents more for flax on
the American side of that street than on the Canadian side?
If the Liverpool market or the markeis of the world control
the price, how do you account for that fact?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is easy enough. I am not talking
about local markets or local conditions. I of necessity recog-
nize the fact, for example, that if the District of Columbia
were the only market a farmer had In which to sell his pro-
duce in fthis neighborhood, and you put a policeman on the
outer border of this District of Columbia and forced the farmer
living in Maryland or Virginia to pay a tax for the privilege
of bringing his produce into this particular town, it would
be trne that he could, not sell his produce for as high a price
outside as he could inside, beeause in the immediate local neigh-
borhood his market is limited, and for him to take his produce
to Baltimore or somewhere else would cost him additional
freight charges. What I say does not apply to immediate loeal
conditions. I have no doubt that, if this bill passes, there may
be some towns in North Dakofa where the price may be affected
slightly. On the other hand, I have no doubt there will be
gsome towns in Canada where the price will be affected ad-
versely; but we as a Nation can not limit our legislation to
the village from which the gentleman from North Dakota
comes [applause on the Demoeratic side], nor can we fix our
theories of the world's commerce from the standpoint of villuge
wisdom. [Laughter and applause].

Mr. LANGLEY., I understood the gentleman to say that the
Republican Party had changed its position on the guantitative
theory of money from what it was 15 years ago. Is that
correct?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It certainly has.

Mr. LANGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he and
his party have changed their position from what it was 15 years
ago on the guestion of the free and unlimited coinage of silver
at the ratio of 16 fo 1.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I will say to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky that the theory that we advanced 15 years ago has re-
cently been adopted as correct by a Republican Senate commit-
tee. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I want to say this about these farm products. The gentleman
from Maine [Mr. Hinps], in his carefully- prepared and able
argument the other day, stated that the cost of living was not
governed by a tariff wall, that the farmer did not get the bene-
fit of the prices, but that the price was made by the middleman ;
and in order to sustain that position he asserted that an onion
sometimes sold to the final consumer at a thousand per cent
more than the farmer got for the onlon when it left the farm.
Now, that may be true as to onions, It may be true as to a
few commodities, but I want to call your attention to one great
commodity that goes on the table of every man, that is neces-
gary to sustain the life of the Nation, and that is meat.

The difference between the wholesale price and the price to
the consumer, as shown by the census figures in 50 cities, varies
in different localities, In the North Atlantic States the increase
above the wholesale price to the consumer is 31.4 per cent. In
the South Central States it is as much as 54 per cent, but in
50 cities of the United States the average increased retail price
1o the consumer over the wholesale price is 38 per cent.

Does that sustain the argument of the gentleman that the
wholesale price does not affect the value when it goes to the
ulimate consumer? And the same thing is true in many other
commodities.

I do not contend for a moment that the value of this treaty
is in the fact that we are going to reduce the price of wheat

either in this country or in Canada; I believe, though, that we
will make a more stable market in both countries. I believe
that we will prevent, to a large extent, speculators and manipu-
lators from cornering markets and at times forcing exorbitant
prices upon the people of the country. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] That may not be a good reason from the stand-
point of you gentlemen who believe in protecting profits, but it
is certainly a good reason from the standpoint of men on the
Democratic side of the House who are opposed to any proposi-
tion that leads to monopoly or oppression. [Applause on the
Demoeratic gide.]

My friends, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dar-
zELL] complains of the fact that the President of the United
States sent this pact to Congress. Why, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania and his colleagues on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee in the last Congress are responsible for its being here.

The President called Congress In extraordinary session two
years ago to revise the tariff downward, not because he feared
the people, but largely because certain large manufacturing
interests were demanding changes that had become burdensome
to them and the development of their foreign trade. The Presi-
dent was honest and ignorant; the standpatters were informed
and cunning; the natural result followed, and they handed the
President a *“ gold briek,” that glittered without and was false
metal within, when they induced him to sign the Payne-tariff
bill. :

But the complaining manufacturer was not to be put aside
so easily; he knew the rates were still left as prohibitive as
they were under the Dingley bill, and he wanted concessions
made to advance his trade in foreign markets. They therefore
agreed to give the President a “ big stick,” to be used for the
manufacturer’s benefit in the nature of the minimum and
maximum provision of the Payne tariff law, whereby the rates
provided In the bill were made the minimum rates and the
maximum rates were an advance of 25 per cent ad valorem
over the minimum rate and were to take effect at a later day
if foreign nations did not make concessions in the interest of
our foreign trade demanded by the President.

Tl:e end of the history is a short and sad one. The President
went abroad with his “big stick,” demanding concessions, and
he came baek without any material concessions and without the
“big stick.” Our stand-pat friends were advised that the
coercion method would not work before they tried it. They
knew France had made a failure of such a plan over two decades
ago, but they could not put the tariff any higher than the Payne
bill put it; they were unwilling to allow the P’resident a chance
to reduce it by making the Payne rates the maximum rate and
authorizing the President to reduce It to a minimum rate. If
they had done go, this legislation eould have been avoided, and
he could have probably accomplished lis purpose in the main
by conceding to Canada the minimum rates.

In the meantime the temper of the American people was such
that the President dared not impose the maximum rate on Cana-.
dian products. So the President was forced to get out of the
difficult position as best he could. The manner in which he did
it was best told by the Hon. Mr, Fielding, Canadian minister
of finance, when introducing the pending reciprocity agreement
at Ottawa:

The President of the Unlted States—

Says Mr. Fielding—

as one evidence of his sincere desire to avoid trouble with Canada, did
us the honor of lnvitinﬁ a member of this Government to proceed to
Albany to meet him and dlscuss the matter. * * * t was not n
uestion of putting on the tariff, but a question of taking it off, and I
ound the President of the United States was wl]lluzi to take It off if
we could give him some decent excuse to do so. * * We made a
few changes, a few concessions of no earthly importance, but they
served the purpose and gave Mr. Taft the excuse he desired to refrain
from imposing the maximum tariff agalnst Canada. Out of this nego-
tiation 'imw the larger negotlation of a more recent date. We were
invited then to take up the greater question of the reciproeal trade
agreement.

Now, is not that pathetic, the straits these bad stand-
patters placed their President In because they did not know
how to arrange a maximum and minimum tariff rate, or were
they again deceiving the President? Perish the thought!

Mr. Fielding says:

It was not a question of putting on the tariff, but a question of taking
it off, and I found the President of the United States was willing to
take It off If he could be given an excuse to do so.

It was an outrage that any political party should put our
great country in such a humiliating position in the eyes of the
world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] :

The OHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, gencral
debate is now closed, and the Clerk will read the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Fresh ments : Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fresh or
refrigerated meats, excepting game, 13 cents per pound.
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, T move to
amend the paragraph Just read by striking out of lines 11 and
12 the words “1} cents per pound.”

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On_page 1, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words ‘1% cents per
pound.”

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I will state
frankly to the members of the committee that the purpose of
offering this amendment and others which will follow, if they
shall receive the support of the committee, i8 to strike out
these products from the tariff list and to offer in their stead,
when we reach that portion of the bill, an amendment placing
meat and all meat products on the free list.

As I do not desire to speak at different times on this subject
when the paragraphs are reached, I want to state my position.
If there is one fundamental policy that ought to be adopted by
the American Congress at this time, independent of politics, it
should be a policy to curtail the power of the trusts, partien-
larly those trusts which are, beyond dispute, in control of
many of the common necessaries of life, It is a matter of cur-
rent history that the chief operations of the great trusts at this

time apply to the food products of the people, those things that |

must enter into the consumption of practically every home,

That the Meat Trust is a combination, an unlawful monopoly,
we only need to refer to the records of our own courts where
the prominent members and oflicers of these combinations are
at this time under indictment for overworking their opportuni-
ties to corner and monopolize the meat products between the
time they leave the farm and reach the table of the consumers.

This agreement places the farmer on the free list, and then
keeps a liberal protection for the miller, the packer, the tanner,
and leather manufacturer, and for everybody that is organized
to reap big profits between the farmer and the consumer. It is
about as bad as it could be framed to give further advantage
to the middleman, who does his business between the producer
and the consumer. Those people are doing pretty well now.
About the only additional boost we could give them sould be a
larger free-trade market in which to buy while still protecting
them liberally in what they have to sell.
agreement will do.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. T will.

Mr. GARRETT. The Payune-Aldrich bill provided for a duty
of 11 cents a pound on meat. Did the gentleman from South
Dakota offer an amendment then to put meat on the free list?
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, I did not; but I will say
that if it had been offered, the gentleman on the floor from
South Dakota would have supported the amendment, if we had
been compelled, as here, to put live cattle on the free list. He
will support it here and now, and if you gentlemen will follow
and sustain the products of the farm through the intermedinte
combinations that control prices to the consumer, and place the
ultimate products of the farm free from the control of these
monopolistic combinations I will support the amendment and
support the reciprocily measure. Will the gentleman recipro-
cate and vote for the amendment that will give free food
products to the consumer?

Mr, GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for an answer?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. Within a few days there will be a bill before
the House to put upon the free list beef, mutton, veal, lamb,
pork, and so forth. I shall vote for it; will the gentleman?
[Applausge on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman has answered
my question in a manner that would have done credit to a part
of the country north of the place where the gentleman resides.
ITe has answered my question by asking another. I asked
him whether he would support the amendment in this par-
ticular bill. =

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South
Dakota has expired. :

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous congent that I may have five minutes more.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, reserving the
right to object, if various amendments to be offered are to be
followed by a discusslon of this kind I shall object, if the pur-
pose is to mutilate this bill and ultimately to defeat it in that
manner.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
object?

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania, I object.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the question of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArrerT] to the gentleman who

This the proposed |

has just yielded the floor fully answers all that can be sald
on the subject. The gentleman tries by his amendment to put
meat on the free list coming from Canada. We have a bill
prepared and reported to this House to put meat on the free
list coming from all the world [applause on the Democratic
side], and the gentleman will not vote for it when it comes up,
if I am not mistaken,

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota.
surprised on that score.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope I will be.
gentleman with open arms.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota.
that may be due the gentleman.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this. I
can say, on the authority of the President of the United States,
that the only reason that meat is not on the free list in this bill
is because the commissioners of the Dominion of Canada refused
to allow it to be placed there. If you adopt the amendment
offered, you will defeat the bill.

Mr, LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT, I would like to have him explain why.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. DBecause it has got to go back, if it is
| changed, to the commissioners for a renegotiation, and that will

destroy it at the present time and possibly for all time to come.
| Mr. LENROOT. Has the gentleman read the Canadian bill?
| If he has, he will not make that statement.

|  Mr. UNDERWOOD. I bave read the Canadian bill, and the
' gentleman and I evidently differ in our construction of it.

Mr. JACKSON. Mry. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if he understands that this paet prevents the Govern-
lsment of the United States from declaring free trade in meats
between Canada and this country?

AMr, UNDERWOOD. It does at the present time, as far as
the agreement goes now. We have a third section added to the
bill that I hope will ultimately lead to very much freer trade with
Canada than this bill contains now. But I want to say once for
all, the purpose of offering amendments to this bill is to defeat
it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] No man on this side of
the House need fear that his vote will be misunderstood when
he votes against amendments to this bill, no matter in what
form they may come or from what source,

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not un-
derstand the purport of the inquiry of the gentleman from
Kansas,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Possibly not.

Mr. GARRETT. He asked if this treaty would prevent put-
ting meats on the free list from Canada; that is to say, if it
would defeat the purpose of the bill that is to come hereafter.

AMr, UNDERWOOD. Obh, not at all. I did not understand
the gentleman's proposition. Of course, the second bill will be
passed if it becomes a law afier this is signed.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would like to know what

obligation we have with Canada in connection with this par-
ticular legislation that would deprive us, in honor and comity
between nations, from amending this pact or legislation so as to
place meat on the free list in this bill, which would not be of
like force if on to-morrow we seek to accomplish the same thing
by another bill,
. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, it is very simple. This is in the
reciprocal free list. If we change it here we force Canada to
put meat on the free list herself, which she declines to do, and
we will destroy the pact; but when this is adopted, if a Repub-
lican Senate will adopt and pass a Democratie bill, we will put
meat on the free list from all the world. [Applause on the
Democratle side.]

Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama moves that
debate on this paragraph be now closed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And all amendments thereto.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a ques-
tion.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ala-
pbama is not debatable. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Alabama,

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Lexroor) there were—ayes 125, noes G0,

Well, the gentleman may be

I shall welcome the

There are several surprises

So the motion was agreed to.
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Mag-
TIN].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

'The Clerk began the reading of the next paragraph.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment, which I
desire to offer.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle-
man from Nebraska had an amendment to offer.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line 12,
page 1, by striking out the word “ pound ™ and inserting in lien
thereof “100 pounds.”

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 12, e n
t.hercigﬂ el "s]%k%o?&i:mt.ge word *“ pound”™ and insert in lien

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I moved to close debate
upon the paragraph and all amendment thereto, but I do not
wish to cut off the gentleman from Nebraska.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from
Alabama to move to cut off debate on the pending amendment,
but if the Chair is in error debate is closed on all amendments.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Nebraska may have five minutes in which {o
diseuss his amendment.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. I understood the Chairman in stating the mo-
tion to state that the motion was to close debate upon the para-
graph, and the Chairman, as I understood it, did not say “all
amendments thereto.”

The CHAIRMAN. To be frank with the gentleman, the
Chair's Impression was that the motion of the gentleman from
Alabama was to close debate on the amendment, but if the
action of the House was to close debate on the paragraph and
all amendments, why——

Mr. MANN. But the House votes on the motion as stated by
the Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Exactly; but the Recorp will show how
the question was put to the committee, and that controls the
committee.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not take up the time of the com-
mittee——

Mr. KENDALL. It ought not to be done by unanimous con-
s]enht} but the gentleman ought to have the time as a matter of
right.

Mr. NORRIS. I am willing, Mr. Chairman, to take the Chair-
man's word for it. If he so stated the motion, I did not under-
stand the motion made or hear it stated that way, but I may be
mistaken, being so far back in the Hall. If the Chair says that
he siated the motion to include all amendments thereto, I will
adimit that the Chair has the right

The CHATRMAN.
fact, and in the absence of that the Chair, withont objection,
will recognize the gentleman from Nebraska to disenss the
amendment he has just offered.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if adopted,
would in effect put the items ineluded in the paragraph here,
“Fresh meats: Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other
fresh or refrigerated meats excepting game”™ on the free list.
It will reduce the tariff to such a low amount that it would
practically be free. T want briefly to reply to what the gentle-
man from Alabama has sald in regard to the proposed amend-
ments to this bill. I want to say to the gentleman and that

“side of the House that if this bill could be amended in certain
respects, so as to make if, as I believe it would be then made,
just and fair to the men and the classes from whom you take
all the protection they now have, I would be willing to support
the bill and vote for it. I want to say to the gentleman that
he certainly must have misunderstood this bill when he says the
adoption of such an .amendment would defeat the so-called
agreement with Canada. The agreement, or the bill, says we
shall charge on the meats mentioned in this paragraph a rate
of duty at 11 cents per pound. Why can Canada object and
why under heaven should she have any reason fo object if,
instead of charging her 1} eents per pound, we said to Canada,
“We will not charge you anything; you can bring it in free”
There can be no reason given why any item named in the bild
that Is included in the imports coming from Canada should not
be lowered or made absolutely free. There is no objection and
there can be none. I know that the gentleman said that he
is going to follow this bill by another one that will put these
particular articles on the free list, but in order to make that
sure and get the relief that he professes he wants to get by

The Recorp itself will disclose the actual |’

this bill—beeause, as he himself intimated, there is no assur-
ance that the bill in which he intends to put that item will be-
come a law [applause on the Republiean side]—then he should
favor this amendment. You compel the farmer to sell his
product on a free-trade market, but protect the Beef Trust as
soon as it gets possession of the farmer’s steers. This amend-
ment will put the Beef Trust on the same level, and it may
give the consumer of meants some benefit, a thing be does not
get as the bill stands.

So, if we run no risk, why not put those items in this bill
that everybody admits and understands Is going to be placed
upon the statute books? I offer the amendment in the best of
faith. I would be willing, as I said, if the bill were sufficiently
amended along these lines, to support it and to vote for it, as
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MaArTIN] said he wonld.
But, if you go on the theory that by eaucus action you are
going to control a majority of this House on matters of legisla-
tion and give to your fellows the simple promise that you are
going to give us relief in a different bill which you do not be-
lieve yourselves is going to be enacted into law, it seems to me
that you are not acting wisely, at least.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Nebraskm
has expired. [Cries of “ Vote!”] The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bacon and hams, not fn tins or jars, 13 cents per pound.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to
amend by striking out the words “1} cents per pound.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakotn offers
an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 1, strike out * 13 cents per pound.”

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I may say
to the members of this committee that it is not my habit to
take up the time of the House by offering amendments for the
purpose of delay, and if I am not interrupted in these five
minutes I can say all I desire to say on this subject. It is to
my mind so vital if this legislation is to be of any benefit to
the people that I think one or two minutes should be given to
this particular phase of the question before we pass to a final
vote.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakotn. If the gentleman will as-
sure me that if I have to have a little more time it will not
be objected to.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course I can not give that assur-
ance. If the amendment that the gentleman is proposing, to
put articles on the free list, is adopted, will he vote for this
bill?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes; I will, if the gentleman
will aid me in putting them on this bilk

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not in this bill, but in the other bill.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is there any probability of
that bill becoming a law?

Mr. FITZGERALD. From the complexion of the Senate,
controlled by the gentleman’s party and the way they have
acted in the past, T will say no.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakofn. Mr. Chairman, this col-
loquy has disclosed the real purpose of the Democracy in this
matter. They are willing to vote to cripple the trusts in a
proposition and upon a bill that they themselves know has 1o
chance of passing, but they are not willing to come forward
and do it in a bill that may pass. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of this committee
to a fact that, se far as I have observed, has not been called
to the attention of the committee at all. The Canadian treaty
that went into effect in 1854 not only provided that eattle should
go on the free list, but that all meat produets should go there;
not only that wheat should go on the free list, but that all
flour and products of grain should go on the free list; not only
that hides should go on the free list, but that products of
leather should go on the free list. We are here proposing to
give to the trusts of this countiry an advantnge which they very
much desire but do not need. We are not striking at a single
trust in this legislation, except the Print Paper Trust. We are
fortifying the powers of the Meat Trust, of the Cereal Trust,
of the Leather Trust, of the IMlour Trust, and of the Barley
Trust by assuring them of a free-trade market in which to buy
their products and protecting them by a high-tariff wall against
selling their products to the American people. I would like to
gee the gentleman display a loyalty as great as his frankness
and agree with his eolleagues to vote for a measure that is
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likely to become a law in order that we may give real relief.
What will be the operation of this hill? Let us see., It will
probably reduce the price of wheat in this country something
like 10 cents a bushel, from the best statistics. How many
bushels are there in a barrel of flour? Practically four and
one-half.

The wheat that goes into a barrel of flour after this bill
passes will probably cost the miller about 50 cents less by rea-
son of this agreement—4} bushels, ot a reduction of 10 cents
per bushel. And, with remarkable cleverness, exactly 50 cents
per barrel of flour is given to protect the millers of Minne-
apolis when they sell it to the American consumer, No redue-
tion of the price-of flour ig likely to result, therefore, from
this legislation.

It is proposed to put eattle upon the free list, but proteet the
packer's fresh ment at $1.25 per hundred pounds. The paecker
will buy the farmer's 1,000-pound steer from Canada free of
tariff duty. The steer will make, approximately, 650 pounds of
fresh beef, upon which the packer is at once protected to the
amount of $8.12}, which Is a larger profit than the American
farmer has made on a like steer after three years of enre and
expenditure. This $8.124 profection to the packer on the meat
is but little less than the present tariff duty on the live steer.
There is little probability, therefore, that any reduction in the
price of eattle will filter through to the ultimate consumer.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairmian, T ask for
two minutes more.

Mr. FITZGERALD.

Mr. COVINGTON.

The CHAIRMAN,
nized.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the hypocrisy of gentle-
men on that side of the House is very apparent. They pretendd
that they wish to protect the American consumer from the
operations of the Deef Trust, and yet they are now engaged in
a performance which, even if successful, would bring no relief
whiatever to the American people from the exactions of the
Beef Trust. Canada refuses to put ments on the free list be-
cause Canada is afraid that the Canadian consumer wonld be
placed at the mercy of the Beef Trust of this country if Amer-
iean beef was allowed to go free of duty into Canada. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota.
me to interrupt him for a question?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just one moment. The one thing that
will bring relief to the Ameriean people will be to put on the
free list fresh meat coming from every country of the eivilized
world, g0 as to permit the importation of meat from Australia,
the South American conntries, and from every other great meat-
producing country in the world, in order to have effective com-
petition with the Beef Trust. DBut, Mr. Chairman, with an in-
gennity for which gentlemen on that side of the House are
famous, they pretend to be endeavoring to give relief to the
American people by demanding that beef be allowed to come
into this country from Canada free when all Canada and everyone
else knows thut no beef would come here if Canadian beef were
put on the free list, but that the Beef Trust would go into
Canada and take charge of that industry there, if it had a free
market in Canada, and still hold the American market.

AMr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will ask the gentleman,
Has Canada any objection to the importation of meat from
Canada to this country free?

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is what I am trying to make very
clear., Canada knows that no beef will come into this country,
no matter what the tariff rate from Canada is, and inasmuch as
this is a reciprocal agreement, the duties and rates are the same,
whether articles come from one country or the other.

The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MaetTiN] and the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] both voted against this
reciprocity agreement in the last Congress when it was pending
in the House. It may be that some gentlemen have heard them
raising their voices in favor of free meats when the Payne-
Aldrich bill was under consideration here, or under considera-
tion in another body, but my recollection does not bring to
mind the figure of the gentleman from South Dakota discussing
that question or urging it upon the Members of this House.
The attempis to amend this bill are, in my opinion, made for
but one purpose, and that is to arouse so much antagonism
against this agreement in Canada and to ¢reate so much distrust
and opposition there against it that, while it will not be beaten
in the United States, it will fail to receive the approval of the
Canadian Parliament. That, in my opinion, is the purpose of the
gentlemen on that side who are endeavoring to amend this

Mr. Chairman——
Regular order!
The gentleman from New York is recog-

Will the gentleman allow

measure and attempting to persuade Members of this House
that in go doing they are secking to relieve the American people
from thie high prices that ave exacted for food products.

If the gentleman from South Dakota desires to help in reliev-
ing the people of this country from the exactions of the Deef
Trust, let him hold his soul in patience and vote for the free-list
bill that will be offered here, and which will provide for the free
importation of meat, =o that the Deef Trust will no longer be in
a position to extract money unjustly from the American people.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I wonld say to the gentle-
man, Yes, I will vote for that bill; but the gentleman may rest
assured that it will not pass. '

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Nebraska?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, T yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris].

Mr. JAMES., Why will it not pass?
party defeat it in the Senate?

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman
from New York, if the proposed bill does not become a law,
will this other propogition become effective?

Mpr. FITZGERALD. I am not expressing my opinion as to
whether that measure will become a law in the future, because
my experience with the party with which the gentleman has so
long been associated leads me to believe that nothing but a
supernatural agency would convert certain gentlemen in his
parfy to the policy of serving the interests of the people, and I
do not look for that in the immediate future. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratie side.]

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New Yorlk,
Why not permit a vote to be taken on amendments to this
mensure in order to avoid that very contingency, no matter
from what side it may come, whether from my party or from
his party? [Applanse on the Republican side.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ob, the gentleman's suggestion is plaus-
ible, but the applause which he receives comes from those who
have been opposing this bill duoving this debate.

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman not know that there are
already two amendments on this bill as it came originally from
the State Depariment? )

Mr. FITZGERALD, Yes, I do: and I know that the adminis-
tration of which the gentleman from ennsyivania has been n
wheel horse for some years assured this side of the House that
those amendments will not jeopardize the enactment or ap-
proval of this law, éither here or In Canada; and the criticism
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Marnin] should have
been made in the White House and not in the House of Repre-
sentatives. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CANNON. Will the genileman yleld?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.
Mr. CANNON.
a question. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired. [Cries of * Regulor order!"]

Mr. CANNON. I rise to oppose the amendment.
heard the thunders roar before.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Ilinois is not in
order. Debate on this amendment is exhausted.

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Illinois wmoves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz-
cEranp] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxpeawoon]
counsel that no amendment shall be offered to this bill, for the
reason that they say the bill covers the pact or agreement made
by the President of the United States with the Canadian com-
missioners, and that this is an effort to vitalize that pact or
agreement by legislation, and that it ean not be amended with-
out the permission of Canada, that Canada would not consent,
and that the agreement would fail. Now, I want to ask the
gentleman what assurance he has that, in section 2 of this bill,
page 23—

I"'ulp wood, mechanlcally ground—

And so forth, which is not according to the pact or agree-
ment, but an amendment to that agreement, will be accepted?

Mr, FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to allow me to
state the assurance we have?

Mr. CANNON. I yield for a question.

Mr. FITZGERALD. My understanding of the history of that

YWill the gentleman’s

I shall be glad to be recognized, just to ask

I have

amendment is that at the request of the executive department
of the Government, either directly or Indirectly, that particular



540

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

APprInL 21,

amendment to section 2 was prepared by the distinguished gen-
tleman who now heads the minority of this House, and assur-
ances were received from the Executive, after consultation with
the representatives of the Canadian Government, that this
amendment would not jeopardize the paet, but would be accepted
by Canada. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CANNON. When gentlemen get through applauding I
will try to take the remainder of my time without interrup-
tion. DBy what grapevine telegraph has that assurance been
given? In what public document does it appear? If you can
amend the agreement in one respect, why can you not do so in
another? It is proposed to amend it in section 2, and if that
amendment is adopted the pact is broken, unless Canada accepts
the amendment. [Laughter.] I will discuss section 2 when we
come to it. I think I know why you amend section 2. You
have not stated the reason, I will ask you to state it later;
but I think it is a very thin argument to make in the American
House of Representatives, which originates revenue bills—ex-
cept this one [laughter]—that the pending bill can not be
amended because Canada will not have it. Great heavens!
Let us bring Canada down here and surrender the Hall of the
House to her. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will be withdrawn.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentle-
man from South Dalkota.

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Canned meats and canned poultry, 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 6 by
siriking out * twenty ” and inserting * one.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, in line 0, strike out * twenty " and insert *“ one.”

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic majority
are in desperate straits. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic
side.] I say the Democratic majority are in desperate straits
indeed when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpeErwoobn]
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp] feel foreed
to resort to the arguments they have made upon the preceding
amendments. The gentleman from Alabama stated first that
if this amendment was adopted the bill would have to go back
to the Canadian Parlinment. If the gentleman had examined
the Canadian bill carefully, as a lawyer, he would never have
made that statement, for I have too much confidence in his
fairness to this House to believe that he would intentionally
have misled it.

Day before yesterday I read a portion of the Canadian bill
into the Recorp. I challenged then any lawyer in this Chamber
to rise and say that putting a free list of imports into this
country would affect that bill in the slightest degree. I renew
that challenge now. The gentleman from Alabama next said
that if we adopted this amendment that this was reciproeal,
and that we wonld have to make the Canadian side of the bill
the same. I want to say that if the gentleman had read his
own Dbill carefully he would not have made that statement,
beenuse this does not purport to be reciprocal in any degree, for
the proviso is as follows:

Provided, That the dutles above enumerated shall take effect when-
ever the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evidence
and shall make proclamation that on the articles hereinafter ennmerated,
the growth, product, or manufacture of the United States, or any of its
possessions chccpt the i"hmpglue Islands and the islands of Guam
and Tutuila), when imported therefrom Into the Dominion of Canada,
duties not In excess of the following are Imposed, namely :

We do not propose to touch the Canadian side of the agree-
ment upon these duties. [Applause on the Republican side.]
Gentlemen of the majority, you are trying to deceive the coun-
try this afternoon in your action of to-day. [Applause on the
Republican side,] There is no reason, if your are acting in
good faith in desiring to lower duties, why you should not vote
for these amendments, and the reason you are not is because
you do mot want to legislate for the country. You propose n
little later to support a bill which you belleve will be vetoed
and not become a law. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the genfleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether
the same solicitude for the Canadian people which moved him
and his associates to offer these amendments is the same soliei-
tude which moves them to vote against this reciprocity treaty
with Canada? [Applause.]

Mr. LENROOT. I want tosay tothe gentleman thatTam going
to vote for the amendments, every one of them, and I am going
to vote for the free list, although without having any confidence
that we shall secure the legislation. But if we would adopt
these amendments, we would bave legislation of some henefit
to the consumers of the country, instead of only supposed po-
litical issues for you. [Applause on the Republican side.]

AMr., HARDY. Mr. Chairman, just for a moment I want to
engage in a little uncovering of motives. I saw the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Forp¥EY] vote for the amendment offered
by the gentleman frem South Dakota to put meat on the free
list. When I saw that I began to think of his reeord in the
past. I think I have heard him say that Le was for the free
admission of nothing into America. He wanted the tariff wall
so high that nothing eould get over it. What reason has the
gentleman for wishing to inject into this reciprocity bill these
free-list measures? It must be along these lines that they
know that every man who conscientiously will support one of
these amendments putting certain items on the free list in this
bill will likewise vote for it on the free list introduced by the
gentleman from Alabama and now pending lere, and they
know that every Member who is at lieart opposed to this DLilll
will vote to put these items on the free list in this bill and
then vote to defeat the bill. If they get these items on this bill
here, they will kill this bill in the Serate, or else, if there are
enough Members in the House and Senate honestly in favor of
the free items now urged by them, then our free-list bill will
go through the Senate. You can not be for the free-list items
in this bill and against them in the other. And Senators in
the other end of the Capitol can not be for free items in this
bill and against them in the next bill on the ealendar. If this
bill will pass the Senate with the free-list items in it, go will
the free-list bill introduced by the gentleman from Alabama.
When the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Foroxey] voted to
put meat on the free list in this bill, T looked with suspicion
upon the motives of the whole party back of him. [Applause
on the Demoeratic side.]

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENrRooT] may be honest
and sincere, but when he sces the company he is moving with
he oughit to know he is blind.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I do so for the purpose of stating my reasons for
opposing the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin. There seems to be some question as to the exact effect
of that amendment, together with the amendments offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from South
Dakota. These gentlemen say that the effect of the adoption
of their amendments would be merely to change the duty im-
posed by this bill upon Canadian produets and not change the
duty Imposed by Canada upon the American products. Now,
if that is true, Mr. Chairman, the effect of the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin is simply that eanned
meats and poultry coming from Canada into this country would
be received at a duty of 1 per cent ad valorem, and the meats
and poultry going from this country te Canada would be
charged 20 per cent ad valorem. DBut the gentleman from Wis-
consin says that Canada will not object to this; that Canada
would be glad to have her canned poultry come in here at a
less duty than she Imposes on our product. Of course, that
would be for the benefit of Canada. Of course, Canada would
not objeet; but, Mr. Chairman, how about all the other coun-
tries of the world with whom we have the most-favored-nation
clause in our treaties? The effect of this amendment wonld
be simply this: We would be giving to Canada a preferential
of 95 per cent which we accord to no other nation and for
which Canada gives us no adequate consideration.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LONGWORTH. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. If it be true that that would be giving Canada
something for which we get no consideration, then is it not true
that the bill nnamended would have the same efiect that the
gentleman is afraid of, because we are giving to Canada some-
thing and getting nothing in refurn? [Laughter.]

Mr. LONGWORTH. On the contrary; in my view there is
abmmdant consideration for this agreement on both sides just as
it stands. Therefore, we must not by amending this bill give
Canada much lower duties than she gives us on the same arti-
cles, o that some other foreizn nation ean say that we are dis-
criminating in favor of Canada in that particular, giving Can-
ada advantages which we do not accord to them.

Mr. NORRIS. The duties are not all the same.

Mr. LONGWORTH, I decline to yield furthier, Mr, Chair-
man. It is perfectly apparent that it is just ns dangerous to
the suecess of this bill to put Canadian produets on the free list
where Canada does not reduce her duty against us as to
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reduce or raise other duties which we have reason to believe
Canada would not accept. That is ene other way of beating
this bill. There are two ways of defeating the bill. One is to
make an amendment which Canada will not agree to, and the
other is to make an amendment which will violate the most-
favored-nation clause with other nations. T am speaking, Mr.
Chairman, as a Republican, and as ene who is in favor of this
bill as it stands. I propose to vote against any amendment
offered for whatever purpese which may result fatally to this
bill. I am content in this matter to follow the President of the
United States. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against every amend-
ment proposed to this bill, including even the amendment of the
gentleman from Ohio to strike out the last word, now pending.

Ar. LONGWORTH. I will withdraw that pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I am speaking in oppesition to it, and
the gentleman can not withdraw it. I do not take this view
under the mistaken appreliension that it is not within the
power of Congress to amend the bill without in any way affect-
ing the agreement entered into by the two countries. [Ap-
plause.] I do not disgnise from myself the fact that it was
wholly within the spirit and the letter of the agreement to adopt
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lexroor], now pending, or any other amendment which reduces
the rate of duty on articles coming from Canada into the
United States without in any way affecting the rate of duty
on articles coming from the United States into Canada. There
are a number of items in this bill that are not at all reciprocal,
a number of items in the bill in regard to articles coming from
Canada into the United States that are not mentioned in the
list of articles going from the United States into Canada. There
are a number of articles mentioned in the list going from the
TUnited States to Canada that are not mentioned in the list of
articles coming from Canada to the United States. For in-
stance, we put a duty of only 10 cents a ton on iron ore coming
from Canada into the United States, in consideration of Can-
ada putting a duty of only one-half a cent a pound on unshelled
peanuts and 1 e¢ent a pound on shelled peanuts coming from the
United States into Canada, because neither of those items is
found in the corresponding list of the other country.

It would be quite within our power under the favored-nation
clause, in my judgment, to admit meats free of duty coming
from Canada into the United States in consideration of Canada
admitting meats at a cent and a quarter a pound coming from
the United States into Canada. It is quite within the provinece
of the favored-nation clause and the agreement to do this, but
it would not be good sense, in my judgment, and I shall vote
agninst that amendment and other amendments. I appreciate
the difficulties on the other side of the ITouse in voting down
these amendments which are in order, which would not invali-
date the agreement, in my opinion.

I am in favor of earrying out the agreement and entering into
reciprocal relations with Canada, but I appreciate the faet
[applause] that while amendments might be made, they would
result in defeat of the bill in the end.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan, Will the gentleman allow
me to ask him a question?

Mr. MANN. In just a moment., My distinguished colleague
from Illinois, distinguished in many ways, has stated that sec-
tion 2 of the bill relating fo pulp and paper was not in aeccord-
ance with the agreement. With what little knowledge I have
been able to gain, after partly, if not at least helping in, pre-
paring the amendment or the section in the bill and in part the
provision in the agrecment, I am prepared to say that section
2 of the bill to the letter earries out the agreement entered into
between the two executives and does not depart in the slightest
degree from the terms of the agreement. [Applause.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words——

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted; debate is
now proceeding by unanimous consent and—— [Cries of
“Regular order!”] Regular order is demanded. The ques-
tion is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Wiscongin,

The question was taken, and the nmendment was rejected.

The CHHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Lard and compounds thereof, cottolenc and cotton stearine, and anl-
mal stearine, 13 cents per pound.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, having had no time dur-
ing general debate, I avail myself of the privilege of offering
the pro forma amendment to strike out the last word, for the
purpose of reading or having read into the Recomrp a poem on
reciprocity composed by the poet laureate of the city of Wash-

ington, Col. John A. Joyce; and I may be pardoned for sug-
gesting that our poets are not usunally inspired by what is bad,
but generally by what is good. I ask the Clerk to read it in
my time,

The Clerk rend as follows:

NECIPROCITY.

Reciprocity is good
In the field and farm and wood
To intertwine our brotherhood.

Reclprocity is best
For each honest, loving %}_eat,
From the East unto the West.

Reclproelty fa grand
To tie us to a brother land,
Equality of heart and hand.

Reciprocity s wise,
Without greed or base disguise,
And no secret, liguid lles.

Reclprocity is love,
Gentle as a cooing dove,
Born from glorious climes above.

Reclprocity to feel,
In our woe or in our weal,
That we get a strong, square deal,

Reclprocity, fore and aft,
With all nations, scorning graft,
Through the voice of big Bill Taft!

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman
from Missouri a question. The gentleman states the verses are
signed by John A. Joyce. Does that settle the question befween
John A. Joyce and Ella Wheeler Wilcox as to who is the author
of “Laugh and'the world laughs with you”? [Laughter and
applause.]

Mr. BARTHOLDT. My, Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Egg yolk, egg albumen, and blood albumen, T per cent ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer
the following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fresh or
refrigerated meats excepting game; bacon and hams, not in tins or
jars; meats of all kinds, dried, smoked, salted, in brine, or prepared or
preserved In any manner; eanned meats and canned poultry; extract
of meat, fluid or not; lard and compounds thereof ; cottolene and cotton
stearine, and animal stearine; tallow ; egg yolk, egg albumen and blood
nlbumen, the growth, product, or manufacture of the Dominion of Can-
ada, shall be imported therefrom into the United States free of duty.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of or-
der that the amendment is obnoxious to paragraph 3 of Rule
XXI with which, perhaps, the gentleman is not familiar.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont de-
sire to be heard?

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do not if the gentleman insists
upon his point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We can not waste time on these frivo-
lous amendments.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I ask for a ruling of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The
amendment undertakes to put upon the free list certain articles
being imported from the Dominion of Canada. The paragraph
just read is part of the section relating to the dutiable list of
articles imported into the United States from the Dominion of
Canada, and the amendment is not germane to it. The Chair,
therefore, sustains tlie point of order. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Darley malt, 45 cents per 100 pounds.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, there are two distinctive,
fundamental prineiples of government, upon the one or the other
of which all governments are founded and rest. These prinei-
ples are directly the opposites of each other. In one the theory
of concentration of power and authority prevails, and in the
other the diffusion of the power and authority of government
prevails. In the monarchy the sovereignty of government is
concentrated largely in the hands of a few, while in the de-
mocracy the sovereignty of government is disseminated among
the masses of the people, who exercise the power and control of
government. Where power is vested in a few the theory pre-
vails that the few possess and are eniitled to have superior
privileges and benefits and that the authority of government
can rightfully be used to foster and benefit the business and
the welfare of the favored few. In the democracy the cherished
idea of equal rights and exact justice to all and special privileges
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1o none pervades and should dominate its institutions of govern-
ment and the legislation of the country.

There are also two theories of taxation and two distinctive
lines of public policy along which the taxing power is exer-
cised. The Democratic Party teaches and boldly asserts that
the taxing power of the Government—that power which the
Government has and exercises to take the private property of
the individual citizen—ean only be exercised rightfully for the
purpose of raising revenne for governmental purposes to main-
tnin the Government honestly and properly administered, and
that when this purpose is accomplished the taxing power eof
the Government ceases; but the Republican Party disputes this
limitation of the taxing power and asserts that the Govermment
has the right and should exercise the taxing power for purposes
other than the governmental purpose of raising an adequate
revenue to maintain the Government. In keeping with these
assertions, for more than 40 years the Republican Party has exer-
cised the taxing power for purposes other than revenue pur-
poses. It boldly asserts that the Government has not only the
authority, but that it should exercise the taxing power for the
purpose of protection.

Let us clearly understand and illustrate what the doctrine of
protection means and how it operates.

For ilustration, we will say that in New York. or New Jer-
sey, or Ohio, or Tennessee, or elsewhere in the States of the
Union, certain individuals are engaged in business, and the
profits realized are not as large as they think they are entitled
to, and in order to increase their profits it is proposed, under
the theory of protection, to exercise and use the taxing power of
the Government so as to require the purchasers and consumers
of their goods to pay a larger price and yield a larger profit.
For instance, we will say that an importer of hats can buy them
abroad at such a price that they ecan be sold fo the consumer at
a reasonable profit at $1 each. When he arrives at the port of
entry he is met by a customs officer who informs me that before
he can enter the goods into this country he must pay a certain
duty, and he mquires why and for what purpose. A Demo-
crat tells him that he is to receive the benefits of the markets
of our country and that it is just and proper that he should
pay a reasonable amount toward raising the revenue necessary
to properly maintain the Government; but a Republican says to
him that independently of the question of revenue for govern-
mental purposes he must pay a tax for the sake of protecting
and fostering the business of the manufacturers of hats in New
York or Tennessee, and that these manufacturers desire to sell
their hats at a dollar and a half each, and in order to enable
them to do o a duty will be levied upon his hats to force him
to sell his hats at a dollar and a half each, and thereby enable
the home man to exact a larger price and larger profit from his
customers. This simple illustration brings out forcefully the
difference in principle between the exercise of the taxing power
for revenue purposes under the Democratie theory of govern-
ment and the exercige of the taxing power for the purposes of
protection under the Rlepublican theory of government. It will
be borne in mind that the increased price of the hat made here
does not inure to the benefit of the revenue of the Treasury, but
goes wholly into the business of the private manufacturer, and
when it is further remembered that for every imported article
upon which the Government receives revenue there are at least
10 times as many homemade articles, it is easy to understand
how the taxing power of the Government is used to levy tribute
under the Republican policy upon the labor and toll and the
production of the masses of the people for the purpose of build-
ing up the fortunes of a favored few; and when we enlarge
this illustration to embrace the vast number of articles used in
this country, amounting to billions of dollars each year, we
ecan have some idea of the enormous tribute paid by the masses
of the people under this perverted use and exercise of the tax-
ing power, and which goes as ftribute into the coffers of the
protected classes, and we can get a further insight into the
methods by which the colossal fortunes have been piled up in
this country.

I wish also to call attention to the fact that when one indus-
try is protected every other industry demands similar protec-
tion, and the individuals receiving these benefits bind them-
selves together and cooperate under a community of interest,
not only for the maintenance of their own favored posltion, but
to encourage others to join with them and thereby strengthen
and insure the continuance of the policy of protection by which
they fatten and grow rich; and thus it is—the political poison
spreads, and one artificial condition succeeds another until the
natural laws of supply and demand as regulators of trade and
commerce are largely destroyed and supplanted by the agree-
went of combinations formed in restraint of trade; and thus it

is that trusts spring up and prosper in every department of
business which receives this protection, and the great mass of
the people are continually paying tribute to thesge trusts and
combines through the wrongful exercise of the taxing power of
the Government. The history of tariff legislation in this coun-
try has been that the tarifl taxes have continued to grow higher
and higher, and the stronger and richer the enterprises become
which receive the benefit of tariff protection, the more insistent
they become that it shall be perpetually continued and main-
fained at a higher rate. Right economic laws can not be vio-
lated continually with impunity, and we have to-day, and have
had for years, many illustrations of wrongs and grievances done
to the American people because of these abuses of the taxing
power and using the Government as an ageney to take the money
of some of the citizens for the benefit of others. Conditions
became so intolerable and public sentiment became so incensed
that the mass of the people at the last election revolted against
this policy and in no uncertain terms have demanded a return
to n proper and rightful exercise and use of the taxing power of
the Government, and have commissioned the Demoerutic Party
to discharge this trust, and the President of the United States,
reializing the demand of the people that the tariff tax shall be
lowered and the wrongs righted, has submitted for the con-
sideration of the Congress the Canadian reciprocity treaty, and
it is my pmrpose to state my position with reference to the
pending legistation. Some of my people have requested me to
vote agninst Canadian reciprocity legislation, and, as I was
unable to do so, and desire to place before them and this body
some of the reasons why I was unable to do so, I shall use as a
piirt of my remarks my letter in reply to their petition, which
letter is as follows:

“1 am in receipt of your letter of the 14th instant inclosing
a petition bearing 261 names asking me to work and vote ngainst
the passage of the pending Canadian reciprocity treaty legis-
lation.

“In reply I beg to say that I am always glad to have an
expression from all of my constituents of their views on pending
legislation and always give eareful and conscientious considera-
tion to their views and wishes. I fully realize the high char-
acter of the signers to the petition, and that very many of them
are my warm personal friends.

* [ ywish to observe that I am now and have all my life been
interested in farming and everything I have is invested therein,
and my son, just starting in life, has chosen farming as his
life work, and I am sure that you will appreciate that from
every standpoint I am deeply interested in the welfare and pros-
perity of the farmners, and that it is my desire to do all I can to
promote and advance their interests and success. However, it
is my mature judgment, after much consideration, that you and
they are unnecessarily agitated over the supposed results of this
legiglation, and I will give you some of the reasons which move
me to pursue the course which I do. And, as it is impossible
for me to write personally to each of the signers of the petition,
I shall take the liberty of publishing this letter to you as my
reply to each of them, :

“Iirst. During the last session of Congress the Democrats
met in eaucus and gave full consideration to this legislation,
and by an overwhelming vote adopted it and made it a Demo-
cratic measure. During the present session of the newly elected
Congress another enucus was held and the matter again con-
sidered, and again, by an overwhelining vote, was made and
declared to be a Democratic measure, I may add that it has
the support and indorsement of all the Democratic leaders of
the country. Now, if I should work and vote against the bill
I would not in the least change the result of anyone's vote other
than my own. But I would, by so doing, subject mysclf to
exclusion from the future caucuses of the party and from par-
ticipation in its future counecils, and I would be placed in a
position of political alignment with the high protective tariff
wing of the Republican Party. I feel confident that it is not
the desire that I should be placed in this position.

“ Second. For time out of mind the Democratic Party has
declared that the tariff on farm producis in this country was
of no advantage to the farmers of the country, and did not
affect in any way the price of farm products. The Democratie
Party has uniformly declared that as this country was a large
exporter of farm products which were sold in open market
competition of the world that the price of farm products in this
country was controlled and governed by the price of the sur-
plus sold abroad. This is a fundamental, economic proposi-
tion, which, it appears to me, will not be controverted. TIor
more than 25 years throughout my district and in other places
of the State and in other States I have advocated this political
doctrine and bave declared for these political principles and
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policies of tariff legislation, and, o far as I have been able to
observe, they have always met the cordial and enthusiastic
support and indorsement of the Democrats of all vocations of
life. The Democratic Party has repeatedly declared—and so
have I—that the tariff on farm products was levied for the
Ejurpose of attempting to justify what we consider excessively

gh duties upon other articles which are affected in price by
the tariff. Now, I am asked to reverse this position and, by
my vote, assert that the tariff on farm products does affect and
control prices, and thereby to approve and indorse the political
teachings of the Republican Party. I feel confident that, upon
reflection, I will not be asked or expected to do this. When I
call your attention to the faet that during the last 10 years we
exported and sold abroad §12,239,651 bushels of wheat and, in
addition, 144,945,543 barrels of flour, or, if I call your attention
to the fact that during the same time we exported and sold
abread $1,975,278,025 worth of breadstuffs, made of farm prod-
ucts, you will at once realize not only the vast magnitude and
importance of our foreign trade to the farmers, but you will
realize that the prices of these sales abroad fix absolutely the
prices of farm products at home.

“Third. But let us deal especially with Canada. Dauring the
last five years ending June 30 last, in goods of all kinds—
We sold in Canada $880, 417, 376
Canada sold to us 393, 013, 673

Difference in our favor- 492, 503, 703

“These figures show that Canada is a good country for us to
trade with. Any country which buys from us more than it sells
to us is a good country to trade with. No tariff wall should
stand between us and such a country.

Horses @

We sold in Canada
Canada sold to us

$14, 172, 075
2, 549, 201

Difference in our favor 11, 622, 874
Cattle:
We sold in Canada 1,078,179
Canade aolditoitlzsssie Srns s il ot Aot siing 1,103, 708
Difference in our favor o 384, 383

Meat and dairy products:
We sold in Canada
Canada sold - to us___

17, 011, 017
004, 101

Difference In our favor

" 16,100, 826
—_—————————
Breadstuffs :
We sold in Canada
Canada sold to us

Difference in our favor

31, 596, 556
6, 679, 884

24,016, 672

Corn :
We sold In Canada___
Canada sold to us

21, 704, 672
14, 350

Difference in our favor 21, 600, 222
——— |

eat:
We gold in Canada 4, 442, 307
Canadn sold to us 766, 254
Difference in our favor, 3, 670, 053

“These official figures of our trade with Canada for the last
five years show that she is a pretty good customer of the farm-
ers of the United States, and that she is a country whose trade
the farmers shounld cultivate and seek.

“It has been shown that a mixture of Canadian wheat and
American wheat malkes o higher and better grade of flour which
commands a better price in the markets of the world than the
flour made from either alone. Canada ships her surplus wheat
to Liverpool and other foreign markets the same as we do, and
the only difference is the question of freight rates, clevator
facilities, ete. It is claimed by those who are competent to
judge that if the United States could control through her own
ports the shipment and export of Canadian wheat that it swould
enable this country to betfer regulate and control the price of
whent and steady its price and prevent corners and excessive
fluctuations.

“Canada raiges grass-fed eattle, but is unable to make corn-
fed beef. The farmers of the United” States have a surplus of
corn and other cattle-feeding products, purchase the grass-fed
Canadian cattle and corn-feed and sell them to a greater advan-

ge, thereby utilizing their farm products to a better profit.

“ Let me illustrate: The farmers of our section likewise raise
corn and hay. They go into other States and purchase young
mules and feed them and ship them, when grown and fattened,
to other States at a nice profit, thereby making their farms
more profitable and furnishing use and consumption for their
corn and feedstufls. Would our farmers think it a wise policy

|

to be compelled to pay a tax of $25 or $30 per head on each
mule which they bring in from other States for feeding purposes
and then when the mule is ready for shipment to be required to
pay another $25 or $30 for the privilege of shipping and selling
in another State? This foreibly illustrates the truth and cor-
rectness of the Democratic theory and policy of government
which stands for larger trade and commercial peace and facil-
ities, believing that there is profit both in buying and selling
and that the prosperity of the country will be best promoted to
all the people when there are few shackles upon trade and
artificial conditions are destroyed, and compefition and sale
and purchase shall be afforded to all the people. T wish to say
again that, in my opinion, which is reenforced and supported by
the almost unanimous opinion of the Democrats in Congress,
that the legislation which we propose will be of immense benefit
to the farmers of the country, and I am confident that it will
not injure the farmers of our section.

“In your letter you refer to the fact that there has been
lately a decline in the price of farm produects, and you charge
it to the discussion of Canadian reciprocity. It is only neces-
sary to call your attention to the fact that for time out of
mind prices have risen and fallen. I might call your attention
to the fact that on June 10, 1909, wheat was $1.51; August 26,
$1.06; October 14, $1.27; October 21, $1.21; January 13, 1910,
$1.33; June 16, $1.033; November 10, 96 cents. I counld call
your attention to the same fluctuations in the prices of corn,
oats, and other products, showing greater fluctuations, and that
Canadian reciproeity has nothing whatever to do. with it.

“T may add that the caucus adopted and the House proposes
to pass a companion bill placing on the free list all farm and
agricultural implements and machinery and vehicles of every
kind, leather, saddles and harness, boots and shoes, cotton bag-
ging and ties, and many other articles which enter into the use
and consumption of the farmers and the price of which is con-
frolled more or less by the tariff; and I fail to see wherein
the farmer has any cause of complaint at the program of legis-
lation proposed by the Democratic Party.

“MThe doctrine of protection has been talked so long that its
political poison has spread much throughout the country and
artificial conditions of trade have been created, one artificial
condition demanding the creation of another, and so on, until
trade conditions have become so artificial and abnormal that
trusts and combinations to control prices and restrain trade
have infested the land; and the Democratic Party—true to the
prineiples which it has always proclaimed with reference to the
tarift—pledged itself to reduce the tariff, and should it not do
so it would be false to its promises and betray the trust which
the people reposed in it.

“After many years of difference and dispute and quarrels
and defeat the Democrats finally united and won a glorious
victory in the last congressional election. I believe in Demo-
eratic harmony and unity and cooperation. I deplore dissen-
sion and strife and division. Now is the time for unity of ac-
tion and cooperation of purpose, and, all over the country,
Democrats everywhere are demanding unity of action and that
we shall subordinate our local and personal differences and
stand united as a party. This I indorse, and such is my
purpose.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish to say that I might
have gone further into the details of our trade relations with
Canada and reasons why I support this legislation, but it occurs
to me that I have said ecnough to make my position plainly
understood. Let the Government return to a rightful and proper
use and exereise of the taxing power; let normal trade and com-
mercial conditions be restored ; let every man and every industry
have a fair chance and unhampered opportunities in the strug-
oles of life; let everyone receive and enjoy the full benefit of the
results of his toil, industry, and capacity. Then will the coun-
try prosper and the blessings and benefits of labor and trade
will be justly and more equitably distributed among the masses
of the people and labor will receive and enjoy its reward. Dis-
content will largely disappear and happiness will bless the
people.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read,

The Clerk read as follows:

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricnltural drills

and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators; thrashing machines, In-
cluding windstackers, baggers, welghers, and self-feeders therefor and
finished parts thereof imported for repair of the foregoing, 15 per cent
ad valorem,

Mr, FORDNIIY., Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer the follow-
ing substitute. I wish to transfer from page 4 the amendment
that I have sent to the Clerk’s desk to line 4, on page 16. The
paragraph that I offer the amendment to has been read.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the substitute,
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Founsgy :

Pages 4 and 5, strike out the paragraph beginning on line 21, page 4,
and ending with line 2, page 5, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

* I'lows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri-
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other
agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether spe-
cifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or In part, including
repair parts.”

%{r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order.

Mr. FORDNEY. I offer this as a substitute for the para-
graph just read, and on that I would like to say a few words.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, T reserve a point of
order. I do not know what the amendment is.

Mr. HARDWICK. I reserve a point of order,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan offers a
substitute——

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentlemen will permit, T will explain
to t];f committee what I mean by the substitute for that para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will sus-
pend for a moment. The Chair will undertike to state the
amendment offered by him. It is in lieu of lines 21, 22, 23, and
24, on page 4, and lines 1 and 2, on page 5, to insert the amend-
ment read from the Clerk’s desk as a substitute, and as to
which a point of order has been reserved by the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr, UspeErwoop] and the gentleman from Geor-
gin [Mr. HARDWICK].

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, in support of the substitute
I wish to say that I am offering it for the reason that by the
transfer . of that paragraph to page 16, line 4, after the
word “namely,” it places the farm machinery described in that
paragraph, or substitute, upon the free list coming from Can-
ada into the United States, without affecting the duty on that
class of goods going from his country into Canada.

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxcworrn] stated a
while ago that his objection to a certain amendment was be-
cause it was not reciprocal. I would call his attention to see-
tion 2 of the bill and ask him where there is a word in the
entire section or bill that is reciprocal between this country and
Canada. Section 2 provides for letting into our market free of
duty all print paper and pulp without asking anything in re-
turn for it. On the other hand, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MANN] said he would vote against all amendments to
the bill, and that he would vote for the measure. Now, I want
to offset that vote by saying that I will vote for any amendment
that will destroy it. g
. The gentleman from Illinois said that he believed that all arti-
cles were reeciproeal, for the reason that we were trading a ton
of iron ore for peannts. That is about the size of the measure,
gentlemen. This bill is just about the size of trading a ton of
iron ore, representing one of the great industries of this coun-
try, for peanuts from North Carolina.

Mr. Chairman, we are taking away from the farmer every
vestige of protection on every article produced by him. And
no man on that side of the House or this side of the House will
contend, if he is fair in his argument, that there is a single
thing in the substitute which I have offered that will in any
way jeopardize the success of this measure except, my friends,
that you are not willing to trade the farmer something for some-
thing that you are taking away from him.

Mr. FITZGHERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman's amendment
propose to increase the duty found in the bill under considera-
tion at present?

Mr, FORDNEY. I do not understand the gentleman.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I say, is not the effect of the gentle-
man’s amendment to inerease the duty found in the pending bill?

Mr. FORDNEY. If that is the effect, then I do not under-
stand anything that I am talking about. [Laughter on the
Democratic side.] But I will say to the gentleman that when
I want to reach a conclusion in making up my own judgment I
will not go to the gentleman from Brooklyn, or New York.
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr., FITZGERALD. The gentleman would be much more
fortunate if he did, rather than rely on himself and his own
judgment. [Laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FORDNEY. It is very fortunate for me, perhaps, that
I am not a resident of Brooklyn. I have the honor to come
from n better district—a district where Iepublicans grow,
and where the farmers raise the products that feed the mouths
of the people of Brooklyn. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

A Meaper, Brooklyn no longer exists. [Laughter.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; but it is still on the map, and it
belongs to the free-trade element. No man can come to Con-
gress from the distriet represented by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Firzcerarp] who does not express the sentiment
expressed by him.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is right. They represent the will
of the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, well, if my friend wants anything
zood to eat he will come to Michigan, and there he will get it.
[ Laughter.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the substitute.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a
word. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan
shows how sincerely honest he is in trying to defeat this bill.

Mr. FORDNEY. That is what I said. [Laughter and ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Michigan not only
offers nn amendment to change the terms of the bill, and so
defeat it, but he proposes to raise the duty on the articles men-
tioned beyond the rates of the reciprocity duty and put those
articles back at the old Payne-bill rate, because in offering his
amendment he strikes out all rate of duty, and necessarily, as
no rate of duty is mentioned, the articles would fall again
under the terms on the Payne bill, which are above the rates of
duty fixed in this bill, and that would of necessity defeat this
bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama allow
me to reply to that suggestion?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. By transferring this paragraph from the
protected list to the free list, does the gentleman mean to say
that it will increase the duty on that article? y

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentlemun gives no duty, and that
would follow necessarily therefrom.

Mr. FORDNEY, If the gentleman will permit me, I will
read the language prior to that. Will the gentleman permit me?
I would like to set myself right on this. On page 15, line. 24,
the bill says:

That the articles mentioned in the following paragraphs, the growth
Product, or manufacture of the Dominion of Capada, when lm:mrtcd
herefrom into the United States or any of its posscssions (except the
Philippine Islands and the Islands of Guam and Tutuila), shall be
exempt from duty, namely :

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the gentleman trans-
fers it from the free list of this bill to the dutiable list.

Mr. FORDNEY. No. It is just the reverse. I transfer it
from the dutiable list to the free list.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is the protected list, and the gen-
tleman transfers the item from that without naming any duty,
and in consequence the present rate of duty fixed by the Payne
law would be effective.

Mr. FORDNEY. O, I beg to differ with the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offercd
by the gentleman from Michigan.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Laths, 10 cents per 1,000 pleces.

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph.

The Clerk rend as follows:

Page 7, line 24, strike out the paragraph.

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, no one in this House can
aceuse me of lack of good faith in offering this amendment.
No one can accuse me of offering this amendment for the pur-
pose of defeating this bill. I voted for the bill before, and
whether my amendment carries or not, I will vote for it again.
[Applause.] I am offering the amendment in the interest of
the people, not algne of my district, but of the entire country;
because you have admitted upon the other side that if the
amendment does not prevail now it will not be written into the
law of this country during this session of Congress. This is
your one opportunity to give our people absolute free lumber
from Canada, and the question is whether or not you will em-
brace it. This bill goes far toward free trade in lumnber with
Canada, but it ought to go all the way.

I am one of the few gentlemen on this side who come from
the Middle West who have been earncstly insisting upon a
revision downward of the tariff law of this country who are now
standing consistently for the same thing in this Congress that
they stood for in the Sixty-first Congress.

There is a declaration made in the report of the minority on
this bill, filed in the last Congress, signed by the gentleman from
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Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzerr] and by the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. ForpNey], that this bill is an abandonment of the
policy of protection. I am mnot in favor of the abandonment
of the policy of protection as Willlam MecKinley defined it, as
William H. Taft and other great leaders of my party define it,
that it is the application of a duty equal to the difference of
tlie cost of production at home and abroad, but I am in favor of
abandoning protection as defined by Mr., Darzerrn and Mr.
ForoNEY, and I will not join with thém in maintaining their
kind of protection. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I
am sorry that I must differ with my friends from the Middle
West, but In my judgment the consistent thing for us to do
is not to rally round these gentlemen whose brand of protec-
tion we were so recently repudiating, but that instead we
should stand with the President of the United States in this
matter; because he is right and I am sure no Republican Presi-
dent ever did, and no Hepublican President ever will propose
a measure to the Congress of the United States that is an
abandonment of the policy of [Jrotuctmn [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. FERRIS, Mr.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield?

M. MADISON. No: I have only five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. MADISON, Iliness prevented me from being here and
discussing this bill as I wished and showing as best I could that
this bill would not, as has been represented, be detrimental but
beneficial to the agricultural classes of the Middle West, I have
only five minuntes now to discuss my amendment, and can not
vield for interruptions. You gentlemen on the other side admit
that your so-called “ farmers' free-list " bill is not to become a
law. You say it will be defeated in the Senate. Why are you
passing it? In order that it may go to the Senate and be de-
feated—in order that you may cry that it was defeated by a Re-
publican Senate? That is playing politics. That is not rising
to the high standard to which you as a responsible party ought
to rise, and wlien you are offered the opportunity to give the
people of this country free lumber, as you can in this bill, and
you refuse to do it, and pass through this IHouse a bill including
free lumber that you know will not pass the Senate, yon are
absolutely convicting yourselves in the eyes of the American
people of the fault of inconsistency when you say you want to
give them free lumber.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MADISON, I ask unanimous consent for two minutes
more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. COX of Indiana, Regular order!

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may have two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama renews the
request that the gentleman from Kansas may proceed for two
minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MADISON. My amendment is only the first of a num-
ber that I propose to offer. If you are honest in your desire for
complete free lumber I feel sure you will vote this amendment
through, and it will be the first one along the line of giving free
lumber to the American people from Canada, a country that
ranks third among the countries of the world in the quantity of
its mature marketable timber.

Gentlemen, this bill is going to the other end of this Capitol,
and the Senate of the United States will make the bill. As in
the historiec summer of 1009 this House will hurry through the
bills it is now considering, send them to the Senate, and abdi-
eate the responsibilities and duties placed upon it by the Consti-
tution of the United States. The time will come when the repre-
gentatives of the people of this country in this House will
institute a contest to restore to the ITouse the fundamental rights
and privileges of the House. And I say, let it begin now and in
the making of this bill. T.et us assert our rights under the
Constitution to originate bills to raise revenue, and let us make
the bill as the gentlemen on the other side would make it, at
least as to lumber, if they expressed their own desires. Why,
nine out of every ten of you on the other side are in favor of
free lumber, and yet you say your free-list bill will not go
through, that thig bill will go over to the Senate, and that the
Senate will do with it as it pleases; and I say to you that, in
all human probability, when it comes back here no man will
recognize it

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have a sincere regard
for the gentleman from Kansas who has just taken his seat,
but through some misapprehension or misconception he has
made a statement that I must challenge. He states that we
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propose to pass a bill through this House with the statement
that we do not recognize that it has a chance to become a law.
I deny that proposition. I tell you, sir, that the free-list bill
that we have introduced in this House and propose to pass will
become a law [applause on the Democratic side] or the men
who sit in the United States Senate on the Republican side
will vacate many a seat, and the President of the United Sfates,
if he does not sign it, will never be heard of again in the po-
litical history of this country. [Applause on the Democratic
side].

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. MADISON. Was the gentleman in the House and did
he hear the statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
FI1ZeERALD] ?

Mr., UNDERWOOD.
statement was facetious.

Mr. MADISON. Never was the gentleman from New York
more serious.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I wl]l say to the gentleman that
the bill puts on the free list agricultural implements, fencing
wire, and salt and free lumber for your northern farmers. It
puts on the free list free cotton bagging and free hides for
the southern farmer. It puts on the free list free meat, free
bread, and free salt for the people who live in the cities and
who are crying for chefiper food products to reduce the cost of
living. I say to you that when that bill arrives in the United
States Senate If it is not acted upon, there will be a judgment
day in the Republican side of the Senate, and if the President
does not sign it, there will be a judgment day at the White
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman says that the farmers' free-.
list bill puts salt on the free list for the northern farmer, I
live in a northern State and I can purchase a ton of salt for
75 cents in my home city.

Mr., UNDERWOOD, That does not controvert the state-
ment I made.

Mr. FORDNEY. A ton of salt will last you 100 years.
[Laughter.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD.
salt mine,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman spoke of a judgment day.
I want to ask if that side is not a little more anxious for a
Judgment day than it is for legislation?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all; if there has been a Con-
gress that has met in two decades that has shown itself willing
to pass remedial legislation, not partisin legislation but reme-
dial legislation in the interest of the people, this Congress has
done s0. [Applaunse on the Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman,
I hope the amendment will be voted down.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, The gentleman has just said that
he is desirous to pass remedial legislation and one of the
items is free salt. I agree with him that that is proper, but is
that other great necessity, sugar, on the free list?

Mr. UNDERWOOD.. It is not.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If not, why not?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. When we get to the sugar schedule we
will legislate as to that matter, but it carries $60,000,000 reve-
nue, or thereabouts, and we can not abandon $60,000,000 to
run the Government until we provide sgomething to take its
place. [Applause.]

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word of the amendment. Gentlemen of the House, I do not
desire to unnecessarily weary you. Mr. Chairman, the gentle-
men on that side of the House will not be so tumultuous as
they are now when they are put up against a proposition of vot-
ing on the real merits of the questions which are here before
us to-day. Having occupied no time in general debate and
being in favor of the amendment which my colleague says he
intends to offer on the subject of lumber, I want to avail my-
self of a few minutes to express my views on the amendments
to this bill.

Gentlemen of the House, I desire to assure you, and I hope you
will believe me in that much, that I do so with the same good
faith which has been expressed by my colleague. I believe that
if you would avail yourself of your constitutional rights to
write this bill here, you would write a bill which would give

Yes; but I thought the gentleman’s

The gentleman probably lives near a
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justice to every American citizen under the flag, and which
would give due credit to President Taft and his administration
for negotiating this pact, which would preserve every jot and
tittle of it as it was negotiated and would at the same time
write into the policy of our Nation true reciprocity with our
neighbor upon the north, and extend northward from the Gulf
of Mexico to the frozen zones of the Hudson the great zollverein
of American trade which now exists in the Republic. [Ap-
plause.] :

Mr. Chairman, you can not mention reciprocity with Canada
in that part of this country west of the Allegheny Mountains
unless you bring to mind immediately two things, and they are
free lumber and free wheat. Gentlemen on the other side of
the House, by Insisting on this bill without amendment, give
us free wheat but deny us free lumber. They say to us that
they proposé to put lumber on the free list, but in the same
breath tell us they do not believe that bill will become a law.
In other words, gentlemen, you say to us you have the courage
to assail “the best tariff law ever made”—I believe I quote
correctly—in the House of its patron saint and defender and
expect to succeed. Not only that, but I doubt whether you will
find Brutuses cnough, Democratic Brutuses, who will be will-
ing to stab their Cmsar in the halls of the Senate. These are
things upon which you will be doubted by the American people,
and I say to you that if you are in favor now of free lumber
and giving the western farmer a squaré deal youn will vote for
the propositions advocated by my colleague from Kansas [Mr.
Mapisox]. >

We are urged to vote for reciprocal relations with Canada on
the grounds that our neighbors on the north are of the same
blood, live under the same system of laws, and have the same
industrial and commercial customs we have; but, sir, there ean
be but one reciprocity, founded on justice between two such
peoples, and that is the reciprocity of free trade between those
peoples. I am ready to vote for that., But even then it wounld
be necessary to have a readjustment of other rates, tariff rates
with which Canada has no concern, in order to do justice to
farmers and others who have built up their businesses under
the promise of the present tariff duties.

I am one of those who believe the danger which will come to
the farmer under this bill has been greatly exaggerated, but
this much must be admitted : The new poliey, if adopted, means
a readjustment of prices and investments, and consequent losses
for the farmer. What do you offer as a compensation for these
losses? No reduction in the tariff of any consequence from
the same country on the things he buys, and free competition
with a farmer living under the preferential tariffs granted by
England to Canada.

In order to give you a Canadian view of the concessions made
by this bill to the farmers on our side of the line, I desire to
read a paragraph from Albert R. Carmen, a noted writer, of
Montreal, in the National Review of last month. Ie says,
speaking of the Canadian commissioners:

They were life-long leaders of the * school' which held tenaciously
that some sort of n reciprocity between Canada and the United States
ought to be possible and profitable without political menace. One of the
first doetrines of this ** school " has always been that we should strive
to get free access for our farm products Into the Amerlean market, and
a cum}mn[on for this has always been that we should get '* free fish "
for “ free fishing.”” For the aforesaid free trade In farm products this
**school " has usually been willing to grant some concessions on manu-
factured goods. With these points in thelr minds onr ministers went to
Washington ; they were offered free trade in farm dpmducts without any
Eog_i%sls’;ggfntgglupenk of on manufactured goods and * free fish " without

We can imagine them—with thelr eyes solely on the business slde of
the subject—hardly able to believe their own good fortune.

The duties which these gentlemen insist shall follow the so-
called Canadian pact give the American farmer only the same
relief which the Canadian commissioners gave to us; they insist
that they shall be the same; they nmount to nothing to spealk of.

If the Senate amends the bill, as I fully expect it to do, giv-
ing the West some measure of compensation for what you take
away by this bill, or if you will write into it Mr. Mapisox’'s
amendments and treat the Lumber Trust, the Steel Trust, and
Harvester Trust as you treat the American farmer, I will vote
for the bill, but I will not vote to take all away from the farmer
and to take none of the high protective duties away from the
trusts.

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to elabo-
rate npon this question. To my mind, Members of this House
have been so thorough in their investization and so lueid in their
expositions that, after having listened with attention to the de-
bate, I find myself restricted to very narrow limits, lest I annoy
you with useless repetition.

Among other things that have impressed me is the non-
partisan manner of the debate, which demonstrates that the
gentlemen here present are true to the trust imposed in them
by thelr constituents, that they have the promotion of the best

interests of the Nation as a whole at heart, and are here to
enact legislation that will prove in their judgment the greatest
good to the greatest number. However, it is only natural that
some should differ in their conclusions regarding this measure,
ag it has a peculiar bearing upon the industries of every State
of the Nation. Therefore, after weighing the merits of this
bill, by which it must necessarily rise or fall, I have, after due
study, taken the liberty to anticipate its probable effect npon
the Nation at large and inevitably came to the conelusion that
the enactment of reciprocity with Canada will prove of in-
estimable good and benefit.

An argument advanced by those who are opposed, and one
upon which they have laid miuch pressure, may be stated briefly
in this manner: That the barrier between Canada and the
United States withdrawn, the large yield and extensive produc-
tion of wheat in western Canada would prove a very formi-
dable competitor with the production of wheat in the United
States. Now, if I understand the arguments of the gentlemen
from Minnesota correctly, they have maintained that the price
of grain at Minneapolis is usnally higher than the market prices
of the world, transportation charges being considered. Now,
usually there is a reason, and when we examine this proposition
we find there is a very satisfactory explanation underlying this
condition,

Ex-Gov. Lind, of Minnesota, while a Member of this House
from that State, who has rendered grent service to his State
and to the Nation by his usefulness and statesmanship, speak-
ing on tariff revision and Canadian reciprocity, stated on this
floor, December 14, 1003, that:

I speak to my colleagues from the Northwest with full assurance
that they will not deny the statement that the one factor that has
contributed the most to make Minneapolis great is the development of
her milling Industries—through the development of that magnificent
industry, the greatest in the world, and through the energy and fore-
slg‘;ltda dour earlier business men, Charles Pillsbury and ogt%ers, living
an ead.

Minneapolis has become the greatest primary wheat market in the
world, It makes every bushel of wheat raised in Minnesota and thae
Diakotas worth 2 to cents a bushel more than It would be if our
sectlon were dependent upon Chlcuﬁ or any other eastern point,
Some of us know what has made Milwaukee famous. [Laughter.]
All of us know what has made Minneapolis famous—** Pillsbury’s Best.”
To maintain the standard of that magnificent Lread and of all of our
flour our mills must have a certaln proportion of hard wheat; and, let
me tell you conﬁdentia]lﬁ. that wheat ralsed in Iowa and southern
Minnesota and South Dakota is deterlorating somewhat from year to
year, both in guantity and quality.
L ]
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What has made Minneapolls flour great? What has given it a world-
wide market? 1Is It not its superior quality and the faithful mainte-
nance of that quality? DBuat to malntain that standard we must have
the stronger wheat, that wheat rich in gluten, which comes now only
from the prairies of the Dakotas and from the northern part of our
State, zm[;1 in decreasing amount, but which we must obtain from
Manitoba and from the other Canadian Provinces in the future.

If for possible present tem})orary galn you think that our millers
should be prohibited from maintaining the quality of their goods and
maintalning their world-wide market, where will your farmer neigh-
bors and mine land when * Pillshury's Best” has ceased to stand for
what it now stands? Yon know, as I know, that our local wheat com-
mands the price that it does only because our mills can as yet obtain
enough of tEe stronger northern wheat to mix with it.

From this it may be inferred that the gentlemen from Min-
nesota who oppose this bill by reading the speech of the great
son of Minnesota would be enlightened regarding the causes
which produce the above-mentioned effect. In my own city of
Omaha we have been laboring earnestly for several years and
have established a great grain market. We have also gone into
the milling business. Our winter wheat of Nebraska is rich
and splendid in quality, and a large amounnt is shipped annually
to Minneapolis to be mixed with the hard wheats of that vi-
cinity in order that it may be made into a superior selling grade
of white flour. :

In the daily press of my city this week an important news
item states that a large railroad project, on account of the
Lelief that reciprocity with Canada will be enacted, with ample
capital, has been formed to consiruct a railway north and
soutlk through Nebraska, the Dakotas, and into Canada. Wij;h
the completion of this proposed railway the furmers of Ne-
braska will be cnabled to have shipped in from Canada the
hard wheats, and thus the milling industries of Nebraska and
the Middle West will be benefited and save the producers the
necessity of paying the freight charge to the railroads to carry
their wheat to Minneapolis, and instead of our farmers paying
the freight the Canadians will ship to our mills and pay the
freight.

It has been stated here that the prices for wheat are fixed in
Tiverpool. This is substantially true. However, to be accurite,
it must be stated that this rule is subject to the convenience of
grain gambling kings of the great cities who drive the prices
up and down to suit their purposes. But it is a fact that the
price of wheat is fixed by the world's supply. Every day thera
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is quoted in the grain markets the production or supply of wheat
in the Argentine Republic, the supply in Europe, and the Black
Sea ports. Therefore excepting in so far as loeal milling condi-
tions in Minneapolis may have an effect locally the export
supply of every wheat-producing nation is ruled by the demand
at Liverpool.

At South Omaha, Nebr., there exists the third largest stock
market in the world. The cattle feeders of Illinois, Iowa, Ne-
braska, and adjoining States come to Omaha to purchase young
cattle for their pastures nnd feed lots. With the barriers between
the United States and Canada removed and the anticipated devel-
opment of the railroad facilities, Canada will ship to our markets
in the United States her stock—cattle and feeders—which will be
bought by the cattle feeders of the corn-growing States and
fattened for food purposes.

Considerable emphasgis has been laid on the importations of
sheep, The corn-growing States of the Middle West can feed
and fatten all the sheep Canada can raise without injuring the
cattle-raising industry of the country. IEspecially so when we
know that the total number of sheep imported by Canada in
1009 was only 103,000, while at the South Omaha market as
high as 67,000 have been marketed in a single day. This fact
estublishes to a4 certainty that the importation of sheep from
Canada will not prove disastrous.

Some gentlemen have expressed concern over the effect this
bill will have on flax production. As a young man in central
and northern Towa I observed that flax was usually sown on
virgin =oil; that is, on land just broken by the plow. This was
because the roots of the flax rotted the soil and made it fit for
wheat the following year. But after the soil became sufficiently
adapted no more flax was sown, as it was too severe on the soil.
For the same reason, in the developed regions of the Dakotas,
flax seeding was used to great advantage, and it is now used in
western Canada for the preparation of similar soils for farm-
ing purposes. Therefore, reciprocity with Canada will prove
beneficial on account of the small amount of flax raised and the
great amount needed in the United States.

The illustrious gentleman from Illinois pointed out on the
map of Canada in his inimitable way the direction of the heat
waves meandering around the southern edges of Hudson Bay
and Mackenzie DBasin. It seems that he evidently forgot to
mention the cold waves that get busy in the neighborhood of
Medicine Iat and Swift Current, in the wheat regions of
Cananda. Why, Mr. Chairman, in Nebraska when we look at
the Government weather reports and see that the cold waves
commence to do business at Medicine Hat we take it as a signal
to drive our cattle and sheep to shelter and prepare ourselves
for the coming ordeal. Medicine Hat is reputed as the most
likely place from which a cold wave is likely to emanate, and
when my friends from the Dakotas who oppose this bill hear
that Medicine Hat has begun its deadly frost-biting work they
hibernate or seek shelter, and often we do not hear from them
Tfor weeks.

Another thing that strikes me as being a principle of equity
and justice is that we should be fair to our friends, our neigh-
bors, and our relatives who have, with the courage character-
istic of our people, crossed over into Canada to develop that
country. And, Mr. Chairman, why should we not lend a help-
ing hand to these large numbers of our brothers by means of
this reciprocity with Canada, which without doubt will prove
vcryi,r sgrvicmble in securing their permanent success and pros-
perity

In conclusion, I wish to state that T have heard considerable
about the effect the passage of this bill would have on different
districts. Let me say that I represent onme of the greatest
manufacturing and agricultural districts of the Middle West,
a district in which the cities of Omaha and South Omaha are
located, whose census in 1910 totaled 124,096 and 20,000 people,
respeciively. Since coming to Washington I have not received
a single protest from my district against this bill. Not a manu-
Tacturer, jobber, or farmer has requested me to vote against it.
To show you that my district, which is inhabited by an intelli-
gent and enterprising people, has sufficient manufacturing, agri-
culture, and so forth, to be interested, and to protest if they
80 desired, I will guote you a few statistics:

Omaha during 1910 sold $132,262,000 worth of merchandise.
The manufacturing products of Omaha and South Omaha
amounted to $200,968,541. Our bank clearings were $342,000,000 ;
real estate transfers, $15,273,455; our live stock receipts were
6,132,451, divided into 1,223,533 head of cattle, 1,894,314 hogs,
2,084,870 sheep, and 29,734 horses and mules, In South Omaha
we packed 3,746,454 head of live stock, comprising 798,950 cattle,
1,656,246 hogs, and 1,291,258 sheep.

The grain receipts of Omaha were-43,607,400 bushels, repre-
senting 9,212,400 bushels of wheat, 23,404,200 bushels of corn,
and 10,023,600 bushels of oats,

We also have at Omaha one of the greatest butter markets
in the world.

These figures show that with reciprocity with Canada and the
proper railroad facilities there is a strong possibility for still
greater development of the resources throughout the Middle
West. It is only right and just that we should send our sur-
plus produets into Canada and receive in exchange commodities
which we can use to good advantage. Thus the Great West
will become an empire of richness whose greatness ean not be
estimated.

The farming lands in my district, with these developments,
are as fair and as productive as any under the sun. Our schools
are of the best. My people are intelligent and are fully able
to understand the value of reciprocal trade with their brethren
who have gone to Canada to develop that country, and so at
the close of this great debate, which has so fully covered all
lines of thought, I do not agree, Mr. Chairman, with the gentle-
man from Kansas that this is the proper time to place into the
treaty any amendments, for reasons fully stated by the friends
of the treaty. I am in favor of reciprocity, and I am in favor
of this bill, but I am not in favor of defeating it by adding on
any amendments here to-day. [Applause.]

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer one word that
strikes particularly at the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr, Mapisox]. He moves to strike out line 24,
which is a provision of 10 cents per thousand on lath. Now,
with that section stricken out the old Payne tariff rate attaches
of 20 cents a thousand, so the gentleman's amendment is not
worth consideration for even a moment.

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I can not yield. If the gentleman had moved
to put lath on the free list, it might at least have been con-
sistent, but as he offers to strike it out he accomplishes noth-
ing and increases the rates from 10 cents, as provided in this
pact, to 20 cents, as provided in the Payne bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen upon
that side of the House seem to get all their consolation to-day
from the misinterpretation of a statement made by me. The
doubt as to whether the free-list bill would eventually become
a lnw was not expressed or initinted by myself. The gentle-
man from North Dakota [Mr. MarmiN] and the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and other gentlemen on that side of
the House offered amendments putting upon the free list cer-
tain commodities, the produects of the Dominion of Canada,
because, they assured this side of the House, in that way
alone could such articles be placed upon the free list. In the
confidence, as they have been in the past and are now, of those
directing the Republican Party, both in this House and in
another House, they seem to have positive information that a
free-list bill can not pass the present Republican Senate. When
these gentlemen asked me if, in my opinion, the free-list bill
was likely to pass and become a law, in view of the record of
the Republican Party and in the face of the statements and
the assertions made upon that side of the House, I expressed
a doubt, and I said to them that unless some supernatural
agency intervened it was very doubtful if the Republican Sen-
ate would within the very near future act in any way for the
relief of the people or the counfry.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr., MANN. However the gentleman arrived at the opinion,
whether it comes from this side of the House or not, would not
the gentleman advise his side of the House to clinch it by put-
ting it in this bill which is likely to become a law?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all; the gentleman and myself
are in hearty agreement. We know that those who are pro-
posing such amendments are not friends of the bill, but those
who desire its defeat. Let me read from the controversy in-
dulged in between the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
ManpTiN] and myself :

Mr. MArTIN of South Dakota. I would say to the gentleman, Yes, I
will vote for that Lill—

Referring to the free-list bill— :
but the gentleman may rest assured that it will not pass.

And in view of the assertion made by the gentleman from
South Dakota and his well-known and generally expressed
views in favor of high-tariff rates, I could not withhold an
expression of opinion that even at this time another branch of
this Legislature had not awakened to the rising indignation of
the American people, and that it would perhaps take another
storm, the cleaning out of some other places, before the relief
demanded by the people would be obtained from the Con-
gress, Whatever lack of legislation there may be here in the
interest of the people will not be due to the Democratic Party
or to a Democratic House; it will rest upon the Republican
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Party and that body which is now controlled by a Republican

majority.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish——

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon the pend-
ing amendment. [Cries of “Regular order!”] The question is
upon agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Kansas.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
secmed to have it.

Upon a division (demanded by Mr. Mapisox) there were—
ayes 48, noes 140.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bhingles, 80 cents per 1,000.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, T move to sirike out the last
word for the purpose of enuneiating this proposition. Frequent
and unwarranted reference is being made to the position of this
side of the House. No matter what might be the opinion of the
gentleman from New York, or any other gentleman on this side,
except the majority leader, his expression of opinion is only an
expression for himself Individually and does not in itself repre-
sent the position and attitude of this side. When this side
wishes to express an opinion it will do so through the gentleman
from Alabama, the majority leader, Mr. UnpeErwoop. [Laughter
and applause.]

Mr, MADISON. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment——

Mr. MANN. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk
has no right to read so that noboedy ean hear.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was endeavoring to obtain
order.

Mr. MANN. The Clerk should cease reading while the Chair
is endeavoring to obtain order.

The CHAIRMAN. Order in the committee depends not so
much upon the efforts of the Chair as upon the efforts of mem-
bers of the committee. The Chair is endeavoring to obtain and
keep order.

Mr. MANN. We are not criticizing the Chair.

The CHHAIRMAN. The Clerk will not read during disorder.

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Mr. MALBY. For the purpose of making an inquiry with
reference to what the Clerk has just read.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MALBY. The gentleman from Alabama has stated that
we are not to be directed by what the gentleman from New
York has said, but the gentleman from Alabama—— [Cries of
“ Regular order!"]

The CHAIRMAN.
order.

Mr. MALBY. Well, the Chair ean not determine whether I
am in order until T have made my inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order.

Mr. MALBY. I move to strike ount the last paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York moves to
strike out the last paragraph.

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the amendment reported,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, strike out line 25.

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I am not so particular how it
may read here as how it will read to the country. The gentle-
man from Alabama suggests we are not following the lead of
bmy colleague from New York, but of his colleague from Ala-

ami.

I am not so particular as to whoni we are to follow as to
ascertain exactly what we are to follow. I would like to have
wy friend from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwooDn] state——

Ar. CLARK of Florida., Mr, Chalrman——

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Marpy] yield to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarg]?

Mr. MALBY. Not yet. I would like to make an inquiry.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman is not discussing the
amendment.

The CHATRMAN.
ceed in order.

Mr. MALBY. I always proceed in order if I get a chance to
proceed. In order that the House may know and that the
conntry may know the position of the majority in Congress——

Mr. CLARK of Florida, Mr, Chairman, I make the point
that the gentleman is not proceeding in order.

The gentleman from New York is not in

The gentleman from New York will pro-

Mr. MALBY (continuing). I ask the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Uxpeewoop] in reference to this particular para-
graph and amendments I proposed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida makes the
point of order that the gentleman is not discussing the amend-
ment. Under the rules pertaining to debate under the five-
minute rule debate must be confined to the amendmeut or
proposition before the committee. The gentleman will proceed
in order.

Mr. MALBY. I understand that. I am trying to do that,
but my friend from Florida [Mr. Crarx] does not seem willing
to have me proceed. I was simply irying to ascertain from
the authoritative leader of the House of Representatives-——-

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I must insist that
the gentleman is not proceeding in order.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from New Jerscy?

Mr. MALBY. Not until I have completed my interrogatory.

Mr, HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman please stute
his amendment?

Mr. MALBY. The Clerk will report it again if there is any
question about it.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chalrman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the nmendment be again reported.

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I would like a little further
time. I suppose this is not being taken out of my time. Now
that we have the policy of the House of Representatives fairly
well understood, I would like to inguire specifically of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon] whether or no: the
Democratic Party is in favor of placing lumber on the free list,
I would just like an answer to that inguiry.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the geutleman that the
Democratic Party more than two years ago announced its posi-
tion on that question in its platform, and the Members of Con-
gress representing the Democratic Party are trying to carry
out the platform. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MALBY. Mr, Chairman, that is hardly a specific answer
to my inquiry. I want to know——

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is the best anyone can do
with that kind of inqguiry.

Mr. MALBY. I want to know specifically, so that we may
carry the answer home to the people of the United States who
are not——

Mr. CLAYTON. Just swear the witness. [Laughter.]

Mr. MALBY (continuing). In favor of free lumber. I want
the Democratic Party through their authority, through the
gentleman who represents them on the floor of this House, to
state specifienlly whether they are in favor of free lumber
or not.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the genfleman, in order
that I may save time, that we have introduced a bill putting
lumber on the free list. I am for it, and I am sure this side
of the House is for it, and we expect to pass It within the next
few days or weeks. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MALBY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that fairly answers
my question.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will present the gentleman with a
copy of the bill if he has not seen it. [Applause on the Demo-
eratic side.]

Mr. MALBY. Oh, I have scen the bill. Now, Mr. Chairiuan,
I am very much pleased, indeed, to receive from such anthori-
tative source the fact that our friends on the other side are in
favor of free lumber.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired.

Mr. MALBY. Mr, Chairman, I trust that the Clerk has not
been taking out of my time all of this loose talk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair timed the gentleman, and the
gentleman's time has expired.

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
continue for a couple of minutes more.

Mr. ADAIR. Regular order, Mr. Chalrman.

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
continue for two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. GARRETT.

Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. MADISON, My, Chairman, my recollection is thut the
Clerk read line 25. Is not that true?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read line 25.

Mr, MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 25,
I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. Marny]
moved to strike out the last word.
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Mr. BARDWICK. The gentleman from New York just made
that motion to strike out line 25.

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood the motion of
the gentleman from New York, it was to strike out the last two
words just read. If so, the motion of the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Mapison] is in order.

Mr. MADISON. I desire to move to strike out the para-
graph, but do not desire to discuss it.

The CHAIRMAN. Does anyone desire to be heard in oppo-
sition to the amendment?

Mr. RAINEY. I do, Mr. Chairman. I desire to be heard in
oppesition, simply for the purposge of putting these lumber ex-
perts straight., [Laughter on the Demoeratic side.]

I understand these gentlemen from Kansas are making these
motions because they stand for free lumber. I understand alse
that the gentleman from New York made his motion because he
stands for free Inmber.

Mr. MALBY. Ob, no.

Mr. HARDWICK. He made his motion because he is op-
posed to it. It seems they are making these motions for oppo-
site reasgons. [Laughter on the Democratic gide.] :

Mr. RAINEY. They make these motions because they do not
know anything about the tariff on lumber. [Laughter on the

mocratic side.]

I want to explain the matter to them, so that they can square
themselves with their constifuents.

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill Ianths are taxed 20 cents per
thousand pleees. Under this bill laths are taxed only 10 cents
per thousand pieces. And yet a while ago a gentleman from
Kansas got up on the floor and moved to strike out line 24, and
if lie had succeeded in his motion he would have doubled the
tariff on laths and would have restored the 20 per cent rate.

Mr, NORRIS. Will fhe gentleman yield for a question there?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska?

Mr, RAINEY. I ean not yield. The pending motion, for
which the gentleman from Kansas also stands, is to strike out
Hne 25. Under the Payne-Aldrich tarift bill shingles were
taxed 5O cents per thousand. Under this paragraph, which the
gentleman proposes to strike out, they are taxed 30 eents per
thousand, so that if the motion which the gentleman stands for
prevails he would put back the Dingley rate, 50 cents per thou-
sand, which is 20 cents more than they now are.

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle-
man from Kansas?

Mr. RAINEY, Yes.

Afr. MADISON, My, Chairman, it seems the gentleman did
not do me the kindness to listen to my remarks. Everybody
elee in the House understood what I said distinetly, which was
that this is but one of a number of motions which I propose to
make leading to the putting of lnumber of every kind on the free
list, and the Iecemp will show it.

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman is proeceeding in the opposite
direction, and when he malkes these motions he is inereasing, if
his motions prevail, the tariff on Iumber.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska?

Mr. RAINEY,  Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman If he does not
understand, as I think the House does, that the gentleman from
EKansas had in view the striking out of this paragraph here,
and when we came to the free list putting it in there?

Mr. RAINEY. I do not know what the gentleman had in
view.

Mr, NORRIS. Tet us be consistent. If we want to get free
lumber, let us strike out the duty where the duty is preseribed,
and put it in the free list.

Mr. MADISON. Mr., Chairman, has the gentleman’s time
expired? If =o, I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

Mr. MADISON. I want to say this, that the gentleman from
Nebraskn [Mr. Norris] understood me clearly, and I want the
House to understand me. I have this amendment already pre-
pared and will offer it in due time when it is in order:

After the word “ wharves,” In llne 25, page 17, strike out the period
and insert a comma and add the words * shingles, laths, fence posts,
sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except
boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of !Mgnum-vitm, lancewood,
ebony, box, odgsr.nnndl]]a, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other
cabinet wo

That is, put on the free list all the Inmber that Canada pro-
duces, I tried to make myself clear to the House. Of course
in order to- get all eclasses and kinds of Iumber from Canada
on the free list it was necessary to strike out those paragraphs

and then offer the amendment ¥ have just read. I propose to
offer it, but I shall have nothing further to say on this subject.
It has been pretty well discussed, and I do not desire to take
up the time of the House. We all understand the situation.
The bill as it stands admits rough lnmber free and materially
reduces the duty on manufactured Iumber. That is a great
deal, but I would make it absolutely free.

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest this to the
gentleman, in view of the impossibility of amending this bill,
which he himself will admit, which I believe he did admit a
while ago——

Mr. MADISON. O, I did not.

Mr. RAINEY. If he should succeed in carrying these amend-
ments and then fail to get his free-list amendment in when we
get to that, what position will the gentleman then occupy? He
will have increased the tariff 100 per cenf oyer the amount
which this Dill now proposes, =

Mr. MADISON. I did net admit for one moment that this
bill could not be amended.

Mr. RAINEY. I thought the gentleman had found out by
this time that it can not be amended.

Mr. MADISON. 1 =aid that this House ought to amend it,
and that in all prebability it will be amended in important
particulars in another body.

Mr., ADAMSON, WIill the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to
the gentleman from Georgin?

Mr. MADISON. Yes; if my time has not expired.

Mr. ADAMSON. If it is improbable that the Senate would
pass the proposed free list, does not the gentleman think it
would be equally unlikely that the Senate would pass this Dill
if articles on the proposed free list were incorporated in it?

Mr. MADISON. I do mot know. I know that when the op-
portanity is presented to me to do my duty, I ought to do it
witheut regard to what othier men may do about it.

Mr. ADAMSON. That is what we are going to do with the
free list.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That is what we are going

to do.

Mr. MADISON. That is the privilege of the gentlemen. I
have no quarrel with them as to what they are about to do.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr, MaArLny].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

Mr. NORRIS., Mr. Chairman, I move, on page T, line 25, to
strike out * 30 cents" and insert “1 cent.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

I;nao T, Hne 235, strike out “ 30 cents'" and insert in Ilfeu thereof **1
cent.”

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, considerable has Dbeen said
back and forth here about what is going to happen fo this bill
and to the so-called free-list bill after they get through this
House. I do not pretend to know what will happen to either
one; but every man here knows, from what has been said, that
there is considerable doubt about the free-list bill becoming a
law. That doubt has been expressed on both sides. It is gen-
crally conceded that this so-called reciprocity bill will become
a law. Now, if we do not want to play politics, if we want to
get results, then let us put onfo the bill that everybody knows
will become a law the legislation that we want.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraskn yield
to the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. If we put that on, will the bill become a

aw?

Mr. NORRIS. The amendment will become a Iaw if the bill
becomes a law.

Mr. ROBINSON. That is the question. Will it become a law?

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman doubt that this bill will
become a law?

Mr, CLAYTON. No.

Mr. NORRIS. Nobody doubts it.

Mr. GARRETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon——

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman doubt that this bill will
become a law?

Mr. GARRETT. I think it will if it is not amended.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman wants free lumber.
give it on this bill.

Mr. GARRETT. Bat if we put it into this bill, does the gen-
tleman think this bill will become a law?

Mr. NORRIS. Why, yes. I do not see why it will not be
come a law if we pass it, for then it will be in the bill, and the
bill will become a law.

1

Let us
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Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Nebraska is one of the
keenest men in this House. Does he not know that an amend-
ment to the bill will defeat the bill?

Mr. NORRIS. On the other hand, T do not believe any such
proposition. In view of the high intelligence and wisdom of the
gentlenien who have made that statement here, I can not under-
stand why they should make a statement of that kind.

The gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Okla-
homa, speaking against the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Kansas, said that it would increase the rates. I think
we understand what the parlinmentary procedure would have
been had the gentleman's motion prevailed, and had it carried
we would have put lumber on the free list, If we pass this
amendment I have offered, or in the consideration of it the
argunients made by these gentlemen against it do not prevail,
it will reduce the tariff on lumber from the country that we
want to get it reduced from, practically the only country on
earth that would do us any Zood to get free lumber from.

Now, then, if reducing duty on shingles from the Payne bill
to the amount named in this bill—from 50 cents to 30 cents—is
good, and we want free lumber and free shingles, let us reduce
it from 30 cents to 1 cent. [Applause.] If you want free
lumber, for God’s sake vote for it instead of trying to make
political capital out of the bill.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, T have not taken the time
of the House during this debate, and therefore I ask your in-
dulgence for five minutes. The Democratic Party does not pre-
sent this bill as its ideal of tariff legislation. It is by no means
all that we desire. We present it, though, on account of the
political situation in the country, the House being Democratic
and the Senate being of the opposite political complexion, and
with a Republican President,

If we were playing politics, as some gentlemen have sug-
gested duoring the progress of this debate that we were, we
would present our tariff measure complete and as a whole and
let the Republican Senate and President turn it down, so as
to bring upon those branches of the Government the same just
condemnation of the publie that has already been visited upon
this branch, which has made so many absent seats on the Ie-
publican side of this Chamber. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

We are giving the people of the United States a half loaf,
which is better than none. We are giving them now, so far as
we have the power to give them anything, something that can
pass both branches of this Legislature and be approved by the
President of the United States.

We can not shut our eyes to the fact that there is violent
opposition, not only on this floor but at the opposite end of the
Capitol, not only in this country but in another country that
is affected by this reciprocal agreement, to its passage. . Some
gentlemen have raised the question that the President had
acted beyond his power in this matter. We say in answer to
that that it is not a question of power, but a question of policy
that is involved in this matter. No man on this side contends
that the President of the United States has the power to at-
tempt to originate tariff legislation, and no man on that side
or on this side can truthfully say that he has attempted to
do it in this case. He has simply suggested to the Congress of
the United States that he has been able to secure an agreement
with certain executive authorities of the Dominion of Canada
by which the parties have agreed to recommend to the legisla-
tive branches of both Governments laws to carry out this
agreement for reciprocal reduction of tariff duties belween the
two countries.

If the House passes this bill it will be legislating on its own
fnitiative and in accordance with its own will entirely. So
that when the Democratic majority in this Chamber stands by
the President in this matter, when we say we will take this
proposition as it comes to us from him unamended, we will
take this agreement for lower tariff duties as recommended by
the executive departments of both countries, we also say we
will not load it down with amendments, in this Chamber at
least, where we have both the power and the responsibility.
We will not give to the Republican Senate an excuse to kill it;
we will not give to the opposition party in the Dominion of
Canada a pretext to slay it. Therefore, although this legisla-
tion is not perfect, although we favor free lumber and many
more tariff reductions that can not be carried in this bill, which
is intended to carry out a reciprocal agreement already nego-
tinted, yet we will give the people of the United States a chance
to get at least these tariff reductions on Canadian products, if it
ean be accomplished during the present session of Congress,
without delay, and we will not play politics with it and load
it down with amendments that might give its enemies at the

other end of this Capitol an opportunity as well as an excuse
to kill it. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Norris) there were—ayes 46, noes 110,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, planed or finished on
one side, 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure; planed or finished on
one side and tongued and grooved, or planed or finished on two sides,
75 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure ; planed or finished on three sides,
or planed and finishied on two sides and tongued and grooved, $1.123
per 1,000 feet, board measure; planed and finished on four sides, $1.00
per 1,000 feet, board measure; and In estimating board measure under
this schedule no deduction shall be made on board measure on account
of planing, tonguing, and grooving,

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 8, strike out lines 1 to 12, inclusive.

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I have no further remarks to
make about the matter. I have no desire to delay the House.
There has been full expression of opinion in respect to it, and so
far as I am concerned I have no further discussion to malke.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr., Chairman, I rise for the purpose of op-
posing this amendment, because of the avowed purpose of its
author to ultimately move to place lumber upon the free list.
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] stated that we
want lumber upon the free list. I do not know to whom he re-
ferred when he gaid * we.”

Mr. NORRIS. I did not refer to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky. [Laughter.]

AMr. LANGLEY. I hope not, but I beg to inform the gentle-
man that there are a great many on this side of the House——

Mr. NORRIS. And a great many on the other side, too.

Mr. LANGLEY (continuing). Who are protection Repub-
licans, and who do not want lumber on the free list; and I want
to say that I am reliably informed that there are a good many
gentlemen upon the other side of the Iouse, too, who do not
want lumber upon the free list. [Applause.] I believe that if
gentlemen voted untrammeled, voted their real sentiments—the
way they actually feel about it—on that side as well as upon
this side of the House, there would not be the ghost of a chance
of this reciprocity treaty passing the House of Representatives.
I claim the same right to stand for the local interests of my
district as gentlemen on that side do for the .local interests of
theirs.

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LANGLEY. Not now. The wishes of the people inter-
ested in the lumber industry in the mountains of Kentucky ap-
peal to me just as much as do the wishes of those interested in
the mica or peanut industries in North Carolina or the fish in-
dustry in Massachusetts or in any other indusiry in any other
section of the country that may be affected by this measure.
I come from what is generally considered a Democratic district.
Three times I have been elected on a platform favoring protec-
tion to lumber. I am glad to have the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Unxperwoop] state here to the House and to the country
that the Democratic Party stands for free Inmber now. A good
many who opposed me for Congress contended that the Demo-
cratic Party did not and would not. I was elected two years
ago over a gentleman nominated by the Democratic Party who
announced that hie was not only in favor of protection to lumber,
but that he was in favor of doubling the Republican rate of pro-
tection upon it, and the rate then was higher than it is now—
the Dingley rate being then in force.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Well, you ought to have defeated
that kind of a man,

Mr. LANGLEY. Well, I thought so, too, although he was not
as bad as some of you are on this tariff question.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANGLEY (continuing). And if all of the people in my
district had believed what the gentleman from Alabama stated
awhile ago, my majority last fall, notwithstanding the Demo-
eratic landslide over the country, would have been 4,000 instead
of 2,000, as it was.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield——

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I decline to yield to gentle-
men on either side of the House. I do not want to be dis-
courteous to anybody, and especially to my friend from Massa-
chusetts and my friend from New Jersey, but I have not the
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time. The gentleman from Massachusetts says that he wants to
help me by asking me a question. [Laughter.]

Mr, HUGHES of New Jersey. He did not have anything on
me. I wanted to do the same thing. [Launghter.]

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I am exceedingly obliged to
my friend from New Jersey, who is always courteous to this
side of the House, and also to my friend from Massachusetts,
who seems fo desire to help me, but I do not feel that I need
any help. [Laughter.] The people of my district have commis-
sioned me, Mr. Chairman, to vote against any proposition look-
ing to the placing of lumber upon the free list, and I pro-
pose to carry out their commission and cast my vote accord-
ingly.

Mr. Chairman, the prosperity of the Iumber industry involves
a living for many a poor man and his family in my district, and
I know that it means the same thing in many other States of
this Union. It is the second or third greatest industry in the
TUnited States, involving millions and millions of dollars and the
wages of thousands and thousands of men. If free lumber from
Canada will depress the lumber industry, as I believe it will,
then I am opposed to it; if it will not have that effect, then it
will not help or hurt anybody, and the only result will be the
presentation to Canada of that muech revenue which would other-
wise go into the Treasury of the United States to help bear the
expenses of our Government; and all foreigners look alike to
me when it comes to injuring our home markets by letting
foreign products in, [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Kansas.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Coal, bituminous, round and run of mine, including bituminous coal
aucht as will not pass through a three-gquarter Inch screen, 45 cents
per ton.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont.
out the last word.

Decause of the great demand for time on the Republican side
of the House, I failed to secure an opportunity to discuss this
measure during the general debate; and I shall not attempt any
general discussion of the measure now under the five-minute
raule. But I feel that it is due myself and due the farmers of
my district that I repudiate the suggestion of the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCArn]. In closing the general de-
bate in behalf of those Republicans swho favor the measure he
strongly intimated his belief that the farmers of the country,
in opposing reciprocity with Canada, were not acting in good
faith, were not expressing their own convictions, but were being
made the cat’s-paw by the biz interests. I hold no brief for
the farmers of the country at large; but I can speak for the
farmers of my district and for the farmers of Vermont. And
so far as they are concerned, the insinuation of the gentleman
from Massachusetts is slanderous in the extreme. The farmers
of Vermont are opposed to reciproecity because of their convie-
tion that it is an utterly unfair diserimination against them
and against the farmers of the country as a class. Let me read
fo you a letter written on the 20th of last January, before the
details of the provisions of the agreement were gencerally known.
The writer is one of the progressive farmers of my distriet,
and the letter voices the convictions of the farmers of Vermont:

81, ALBANS, V1., January 30, 1941,
Hon. D. J. FosteEr, Washington, D. C.

My DeAn Mr. FosTER: I Dbelleve that portion of your constituents
which is made up of the farmers of Vermont has a genunine cause for
alarm in the prospect of the passage of the proposed reciprocity trea
with Canada, and I wonld like to give %‘ou my reasons for this belief.

I realize that in the jnst settlement of this tariff question there
should be a patrlotic conslderation of the greatest good for the grentest
number, but from the newspaper reports of this treaty we can see no
Just distribution of its burdens or its benefits. The Washington corre-
spondent of the Journal of Commerce says that the plan of the com-
mission has Leen to select the commodities for reciprocity In such a
way ns to arouse the smallest amount of antagonism on elther side of
the border. I presume that it was in keeping with this policy that the
artieles which are on the proposed free list arc, with the one exception
of fish, made u? of prodoects of the farm.
the agricultural Interésts have the least effectlve business organization
of any Industry in the country, and for that reason they are the lenst
prepared to offer effectlve resistance to any encroachment upon their
rights, but we can at least appeal to the sense of justice of the Presi-
dent and Congress of the United States.

As farmers we would not greatly object to free {rade with Canada or
to a reciprocal sgreement which would enable us to henefit by the lower
cost of many things which, as consumers, we could purchase in Can-
ada, beeause we realize that we would have little to fear from a free
interchange of commodities with a people having a standard of living
and ecconomic resources similar to our own, but we maintain that a
treaty like the one proposed, which throws the whole burden upon agri-
culture and gives no benefits In return, is manifestly unfair,

It the farmers of this country were unduly prosperous and were ac-
enmulating large fortunes, we could see some justice in such a course,

t I maintain that such is not the case. We inyite the fnllest Investl-
gation Into the profits in farming, even where it is conducted In the
most carcful and scientific manner, with the full knowledge that the
profits, after deducting labor, Interest, and other fixed charges, would be

Mr, Chairman, I move to strike

I am fully aware that

very small in comparison with the profits in the manufacturing Indus-
tries which you are asked to faver by this treaty.

I ask you to consider the history of Amerlcan agriculture for the past
century. The inducements offered by the Federa’l Government for the
rapid settlement of the new lands of the West, the invention of ma-
ch ncr!y to till these lands and to harvest the crops grown upon them
and the bullding of rallronds to transport these crops to market all
worked to canse a production of foodstulfs far in excess of the demand.
A system of farming based upcn soil robbery resulted, and mueh of the
time farm products were Eroduced at a loss if Iabor and depletion of
soll fertility had been taken Into account. ¥armers became discour-
aged, boys who could get away left the farms, and the business was
considered a good one to get out of. All this time, when the prices of
our farm products were determined by the surplus sold in free-trade
markets, we were allowed a high proteetive tariff on foodstulls. In the
past few years n change has taken place. Population has Increased so
that cunaum{:t!on has gvertaken productlon and prices have Increased
go that the farmer is able to get a living wage for his work and some
Interest on his Investment. We have passed from the soll-robbery stage
of our agrienlture to the higher sln;ze. which requires tralned men who
see the nced of maintaining the fertility of the soll.

The past 10 years of higher tﬂrh‘:es have witnessed the employment of
more capltal and better methods, and the farms have responded with a
larger and surer productlon to meet the need of the inereasing popula-
tion, but the record so far but points the way to what the farms of this
country may do by the employment of yet more capital and generally
{mproved methods.

maintain that our experiment stations and good farmers In every
State have demonstirated that the producing power of our farms may
be made several times what It 1s now and that we ean take eare of our
population for centurics to come. Now, to satisfy the demand of con-
sumers for cheaper food, it is proposed to place upon us the burden of
competition with millions of acres of cheap virgin soll. Out of every
dollar that the consumer now pays for food we get but 35 cents, the
other 05 cents golng for transportatlon and distribution, and thig 35
cents is not now giv nf us more than a fair compensation for our work.

Te ask you to consider if it is wise to Interrupt the development of
our own agrienltural resources, which has now been so well bezun, while
once more the process of soll robbery and profitless agriculture is car-
ried on In a forelgn country. e farmers of Vermont have everything
to lose and nothing to gain by this treaty, and we are expecting you to
protect our Interests.

With kindest regards to you In every way, I am,

Very truly, yours, B. L. BINGmAar,

My colleague Mr. Pruamrey has handed me two letters ad-
dressed to him, one of the 25th and one of the 26th of last
January, by one of the leading farmers in his district, showing
that when the news of the reciprocity agreement with Canada
reached the Vermont farmers they did not wait to hear from
the “ big interests,” but promptly sent in their protest. Let me
read these letters: ;

YWATERBURY, VT., January £5, 1911,
Hon. Frask I'ruMmrey, Washingfon, D, C.

Dear Sin: I inclose clipping from yesterday's Boston Globe, which
leads me to ask {'ou if you are earncstly looking after the interests of
the farmers of Vermont in connection with reclgmcity with Canada.

This man GARDXER, and all other Massachusetts Representatives in
Congress and such representatives outside of Congress, as the notorions
Ioss, are demanding an open market for Canadian farm products, but
all their own Interests must be protected. Not for 25 years, until
within the last 3 or 4 years, have Vermont farm products returned the
cost of production.

No one seems to know what kind of a trade the President has made
with the representatives of Canada, but I suppose we shall know after
to-morrow, and I hope and belleve that you will not fail the Vermont
farmer, for he is going to n your best efforts now and in the next
Congress as never before.

Very respectfully, yours, GEORGE G. GRANT.

YWATERBURY, VT, January 26, 1911,
Hon. PrANE PLUMLEY, Washington, D. O.
Dear Sir; These people are more scnsitive In their pockets than In
thelr stomachs where their own pockets are affected, but they will be
ust as insistent in their demand that they be fed at the expense of the

ermont farmer as they are In their demand for protection at the
expense of all the people.

Ve do not ask for frec fish; we are willing they should have all tha
protection they need. But we do ask for a square deal, and that we
ghall not be compelled to feed their mill hands on farm products that
do not ai the cost of production that they may thereby hire those
same mill hands at a lower wage.

Can E;u send me a copy of the present tariff law?

S| ¥, ¥ours,
GEORGE G. GRANT.

The farmers of Vermont do their own thinking. They carry
their own convictions under their own hats. They know by
reputation the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr].
They recognize his ability, hisg scholarship, his high standing in
Congress and out of Congress. But they could remind Lhim that
two years ago, when we were attempting to revise the tarifl, he
was one of a small coterie of “clder statesmen ” that stood like
a stone wall to prevent such a reasonable downward revision
of the tariff as the people of the country had reason to expect
at the hands of the Republican Party.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Live animals: Cattle, horses and mules, swine, sheep, lambs, and all
other live animals.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE.
amendment,

Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 5, page 10, strike out the word * sgheep,” and, in line G, the
word * lambs.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, yesterday, you will
remember, it was contended on the floor of this Chamber that
this bill put all the products of the farmer on the free list
except wool. I want to call the attention of the Members of
this House to the fact that it puts wool to a large extent on
the free list. There is nothing to prevent sheepmen in Canada
driving any number of sheep over the line before shearing time
and after shearing drive them back again into Canada.
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] That is all right, gentle-
men, you laugh, and you simply laugh because you do not
understand the conditions.

A MemBer. Tell us about them.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to say that for 2,000 miles along
the border sheep are run in bands from 1,000 to 5,000 head.
There is nothing in the world to hinder the sheepman from
running the sheep a hundred wmiles, He can drive down into the
United States by slow stages to James Hill's railroad, shear
them there, and take his time and drive them back again into
Canada. You fellows laugh at this, but it is simply because
you do not understand the conditions. That means the market-
ing of millions of pounds of wool from Canada that loses to the
Government of the United States from 11 to 12 cents per
pound duty. I simply wanted to call attention to this. You will
not pay any attention to it, but the people of the United States
will pay attention to it. [Laughter and cries of *“ Vote!"]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendwent offered
by the gentleman from Washington.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after the word " cattle” in line 5, page 16, the following:
“ Except cattle fattened for slaughter.”

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume
the time of the House in discussing the merits of this amend-
ment. I want to call attention, however, to this fact, that when
the convention between the Governments of Canada and France
but a few years ago was negotiated by the representatives
of their respective countries, the Senate of France refused
to concur in it unless an amendment such as this was first
incorporated.

And Canada acceded to it. Here is a precedent that we can
amend this treaty; here is a precedent, In substance, where
Canada has acceded to a similar amendment by another coun-
try. And while I do not expeet this amendment will prevail
here to-day, in view of the caucus action of the majority of
this House, I want the Recorp to show, and I want the issue
to be clearly presented, whether the people of this country,
throngh their Representatives in this House or through their
other responsible oflicials, are less concerned in the protection
of the farming interests of this country than was the Govern-
ment of France for the farming interests of France. I want
the Recorp to show whether you gentlemen upon that side of
the Hall are less in sympathy with our farmers than were the
representatives of the I'rench people in their Senate.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
nient offered by the gentleman from Towa [Mr. PicKETT].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 6, on page 16, after the word *animals," insert the following:
“ I'resh meats: Deef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fresh or
refrigerated meats; bacon and ham; meats of all kinds, dried, smoked,
salted, In brine, or prepared or preserved in any manner; canned
meats; extract of meat; lard and compounds thereof ; and tallow.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I think the record of this
afternoon’s proceedings should show that when the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr, Loxaworrn] a short time ago made certain ob-
jections to placing these articles upon the free list he made
one which was applauded upon the other side of the House,
which was that to place these articles upon the free list in this
bill would conflict with the favored-nation clause in our treaty.
And yet, although they approved that sentiment of the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LoxeworTH ], they say that in three or four
days they are going to pass a bill through this House placing
these articles, all of them, upon the free list for the entire
world. How do you reconcile that statement? Only in one

way—that it is still your hope that that free-list bill that you pro-
pose will never become a law, and you are opposed to these
amendments to this bill because you know if they are adopted
in this bill they will become a law.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArrerT] a short time
ago said this would mean the defeat of the bill, but gave no
reasons for it. How will it mean the defeat of the bill? Where
will it be defeated? In the Senate? The Senate will have an
opportunity to amend it, striking these out, if they desire to do
so. WIill it be vetoed by the President? Remember that the
President, in his message transmitting this agreement to Con-
gress, stated that in his judgment there was no difference in
the cost of production between this country and Canada, either
in agricultural products or manufactured products. With that
statement upon record, is President 'Taft golng to veto this
bill if we place these articles upon the free list, where he has
said there is no difference in the cost of production between this
country and Canada? No, gentlemen upon the other side of the
House. you have got to find some further excuse than you have
yot given for defeating these amendments.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, rvight here and right now I
believe that we ought to keep the record straight and to make
it right. It is hard for me to believe that the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor], who last addressed the House, and
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Mapisox] can not see what seems so clear.
They talk about sincerity, and they insist so earnestly upon
their amendments that I must give them credit for their sin-
cerity, but they certainly know If we inject in this bill items of
free imports in favor of Canada, that under our treaties with
other nations, the favered-nation clause will make the items
we put on the free list in this bill entitled to the free admis-
gion from every country, because every other nation will insist,
and properly, that under our treaties with them they are entitled
to the same rates aecorded freely to Canada.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARDY. Not yet. Knowing, then, that anyone who will
vote conscientiously and henestly for the admission of one of
these items into the free list in this bill will likewise vote for

“the same item in our free-list bill, and that those who are op-

posed to our general free-list bill will vote against this bill with
these amendments in it——

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yleld now?

Mr. HARDY. Not yet. I say, Mr. Chairman, they must
know that to load this measure down with these additional items,
making this bill, as I have explained, a free-list bill with all
the world, under the favored-nation clause of our various
treaties, we will give every man who is at heart opposed to this
measure in the Senate a elub with which to put it to death; and
they must know this. Knowing that——

Mr. LENROOT, I would like to ask the gentleman whether
the Senate will not have an opportunity, if it chooses, to strike
out all of these amendments?

Mr. HARDY. Certainly it will; but, on the other hand, the
Senate will also have an opportunity to vote on this measure as
it comes from the House and, by these very amendments the
gentleman Is now insisting on, nan excuse to kill it.

Now, the gentleman knows that if the Senate should really
have a majority in favor of these items that he proposes on
the free list, they can put them onto this bill and pass it in the
Senate. I believe if they could ever get them onto this bill
and pass the bill through the Senate we mizght vote on it here,
and we would vote for it unhesitatingly if you will assure us
that your President will not veto it. We will vote for every
free item here that comes from the Senate. But we will not
load the bill down here so that the Senate will kill it, and we
will not give n chance to the President for vetoing it by load-
ing it down at all. We will give the President his bill just as
he has asked it and we will make the Republican Senate swal-
low it‘mi repudiate their own President. [Cries of *‘ Vote!™
i ‘Ynt(‘ 1 "

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman from Texas yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. HARDY, I will

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman whether he
thinks he has got a better opportunity to get his free list
through in a separate bill or on this bill, so far as the action
of the President is concerned?

Mr. HARDY. I am glad the gentleman asked that question.
I feel sure we will get what is in this bill if you do not kill
it by amendments. I feel sure that if we pass this bill just as
it is the Senate will pass it; and, as expressed in the Demo-
cratic caucus the other night, I belleve if we get this bill
through and place it on the statute books and then pass our
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general free-list bill in the House and put it up to the Senate,
that neither the Itepublican Senate nor the Republican Presi-
dent will have the nerve to veto it. Pass this bill as it is and
I believe we will get both this bill and our free-list bill. Put
these amendments on this bill and we will get nothing. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side and cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!"]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Wheat, rye, oats, barley, and buckwheat, dried peas and beansg, edible.

Mr., FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 2

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Idaho.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out all of lines 8 and 9, page 16, providing for
placing wheat, rye, oats, barley, and buckwheat, dried peas and beans,
edible, upon the free list.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, in support of that amend-
ment, I would refer to what I have already said, that we are
not granting to the consumer a reduction in the cost of living,
because we maintain an almost similar dnty under the terms
of this bill to that which is placed on the manufactured com-
maodities in the Payne tariff bill. I maintain that it is unjust
to the producer to remove the duty from his raw material and
to retain the duties npon the manufactured products, and that
the argument for cheaper food is delusive to the consumer, be-
cause he will need to pay the price of the commodity in its
manufactured state, and not as it is when it comes from the
farmer. For that reason I offer this amendment. [Cries of
“Yotel? *“Vatall]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Idaho.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Fresh vegetables: Potatoes, sweet potatoes, yams, turnips, onlons,
cabbages, and all other vegetables in thelr natural state.

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment,
which I send to the desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 16, line 12, strike out the item ** potntoes.”

Mr. EDWARDS. What kind of potatoes, sweet or otherwise?

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the
reason that there are various sections in the Northern States
where the only crop of the farmer is potatoes, and I measure
my words when I say this; and because of the further fact
that northeastern Canada can raise enough potatoes to feed
the world. It is a well-known fact to those who have investi-
gated the subject that we can not compete with the Canadian
farmers to-day, when they pay 25 cents a bushel on every
bushel of potatoes that they bring into this country, and so
how can we hope to compete, with potatoes on the free list? I
make this motion because I believe that the farmers who are
engaged in raising potatoes are entitled to have their interests
protected, at least to the extent of some one offering here an
amendment in their behalf. [Cries of “ Vote!” *“Vote!l']

The CHAIRMAN. The question Is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Koer].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Fresh fruits: Apples, pears, peaches, grapes, berries, and all other
edible fruaits in their natural state, except lemons, oranges, limes, grape-
fruit, shaddocks, pomelos, and pincapples.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
amendment, which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, line 10, strike out the word “ except' and strike out lines
17 and 18.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, there are
several legislative curiosities in this go-called reeciprocity agree-
ment. This is one of them. In the provision regarding the
admission of fresh fruit from the United States, on page 20, all
fresh fruits grown in the United States are admitted free of
duty into the Dominion of Canada; but when we come to the
subject of the admission of fresh fruit from the Dominion of
Canada into the United States, in line 10, page 16, this re-
markable exception is made:

Except lemons, oranges, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks, pomelos, and
pineapples.

L

That was not done by accident, Mr. Chairman. The reci-
procity treaty of 1854 was evidently before these commissioners
and our so-called agents when this pact was making; yet they
deliberately added this exception, giving protection against the
Dominion of Canada for the fruits grown in our Southern
States. After taking good care of the peanut industry of North
Carolina, then, for fear that up on the Mackenzie River or
somewhere along the I’acific coast of Canada there might be
grown some semitropical fruits like oranges and lemons, they
put in this provision. They have taken away from the north-
ern fruit grower all protection against the fruits grown imme-
diately across the line in Canada. They deny to the northern
farmer the benefit of whatever southern fruits might be
brought in from Canada to insure full protection in the South.
It is one of the legislative absurdities of the bill which I com-
mend to our Democratic brethren.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MarTIN].

The guestion being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Dairy products : Butter, cheese, and fresh milk and cream: Provided,
That cans actually used in the transportation of milk or cream may be
passed back and forth between the two countrles free of duty, under
such regulations as the respective Governments may prescribe.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph just read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out lines 21 to 25, inclusive, on page 16,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, as the committee knows,
these lines have special reference to butter, cheese, fresh milk,
and cream. At the present time we have a duty on butter of
6 cents a pound. Notwithstanding that protection we imported
butter from Canada last year to the amount, I believe, of some-
thing like 1,000,000 pounds, and after it had paid this duty of
6 cents per pound it competed with the butter produced by the
American farmer on this side of the line. I shall not prolong
this debate, but in justice again to the American farmer, I offer
this amendment and trust it may prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FrRENCH].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
Mr. Chairman, I had an amendment prepared similar to that
offered by the gentleman from Idaho taking dairy products
from the free list. If there is any one branch of the great farm-
ing industry that is affected more than all others by this reci-
procity agreement, it is the dairy industry. If there is any
one thing that the Canadians can do better than anything else,
it is to produce butter and cheese. Canada is one of the great-
est producers of cheese in all the world. She has been produc-
ing it for many, many years, while the dairy industry in this
country as we now know it is of comparatively recent origin.
Twenty years ago there was no dairying as we speak of it to-
day. Of course every farmer made butter and cheese on his
farm, but there was no modern dairying as we know it to-day.

Since that time, by virtue of dairy instructions in our State
universities and agrieultural scheols, and the scientific study
of soils and grasses, the farmers in the Northwestern States
have been able to develop a great industry.

The great dairy countries of the world, Mr. Chairman, are
Denmark, Belgium, Holland, Norway, and Russia. Many years
ago expert cheese makers and butter makers from most of these
countries settled in Canada, and there they have developed this
great industry. Only in recent years have we developed it in
this country, and thereby we have added hundreds of millions
of dollars to our wealth. We have been enabled fo take farms
in the rough country where nothing could be produced and by
grazing them have developed great dairies.

Now, this last year there was exported by all countries that
export cheese a total amount of 485,000,000 pounds, of which
Canada exported 172,000,000 pounds, over one-third, while the
United States exported but 10,000,000 pounds. Now, Mr. Chair-
man, the proposition is to throw open our markets to 172,000,000
pounds of Canadian cheese, to say nothing of the 6,000,000
pounds of butter which she also yearly exports, as compared to
0,000,000 pounds exported by us.

A great deal has been said as to the difference in the cost of
cheese, or the price of cheese and butter in Canada and here.

In order to remove all doubt I went to the Library yesterday
and went through the files of the Toronto Grocer, one of the
leading dairy papers in Canada, and took the quotations on the
28th of every month, and took the same prices in Elgin for
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butter and Chieago for cheese for that day. I will read you the
results. Take butter:

Average price of crcamcery butter for the ycar 1909, in Elgin and Toronto.

Elgin. | Toronto.
Cenis. Cents.
30 254
29, 24
204 21
25 24
254 23
................................................... 20 i
o i
30!' 22
aoi 24
November.. 31 25
1y < R S T A O P v 313 25

On cheese the price differed from 2 to 4 cents ponnd_ei;cry
single month in the year 1909, which is the last year for which
we have the fizures. The following shows the prices in detail:

Average price of full crcam checse for the year 1309 in Chicago and
Toronto.

. | Toronto.

If this agreement is adopted it will destroy these great in-
dustries. It is said that he is a coward who will not turn
baclk when first he discovers that he is wrong. We are likewise
cowards if we perpetrate this injustice upon a great industry
of our country, an injustice so great that it will paralyze the
industry.

When we throw open our markets to the 170,000,000 pounds
of cheese and 6,000,000 pounds of butter which Canada annually
exports we are saying to our dairymen, * You must make up
your minds to take from 5 to 7 cents per pound less for your
butter and 2 to 4 cents per pound less for your cheese than
heretofore.” This will practically ruin these producers. Is
this just? Has the Republican Party ceased to be the party of
protection? When did you, who are classed as Republicans,
cease to believe in the theory of protection as promulgated in
our last party platform? e pledged to the Ameriean manu-
facturer and the American farmer a protective tariff equaling
the difference between the cost of production at home and
abroad. We, who are classed as progressives, ask no greater
protection than this, but we insist that we are entitled to that
amount. Now you propose to throw this doctrine to the winds,
and without even attempting to ascertain the cost of production
at home and abroad you say to the farmer, “ You must meet
your competitor in our home markets whether you ean produce
as cheaply as he or not.,” In the preliminary report filed by the
Tariff Board it is shown conclusively that the American dairy-
man can not produce a pound of butter or a pound of cheese as
cheaply as his Canadian brother, but you ignore this. Whether
it wrongs the farmers or not, you pay no attention to the fact
that thousands of farms through Wisconsin and Minnesota ecan
be made profitable by dairying when they could not be made
profitable in any other way.

In the name of the dairymen of this country I protest against
such action. I realize that the Democratic Party is going to
put this through, assisted by a few Republicans, and it is folly
for me to offer any amendments in behalf of these dairymen.
Be that as it may, I should feel derelict in my duty if I did
not voice their protests in as positive language as I can com-
mand. Again, I wish to protest in behalf of the thousands of
firesides in onr dairy States against this injustice. [Applause.]
_The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Eggs of barnyard fow), In the shell.

Mr. LANGLEY. On page 17, line 1, I move to strike out the
paragraph,

The Clerk read as follows:
Page 17, line 1, strike out the paragraph.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do this for the purpose of
putting myself on record in opposition to this provision. The
egg industry is an important one in my district, as well as in
other agricultural sections of the country. A great many eggs
are already imported from Canada under the present tariff rate.
It will necessarily follow, if they are placed upon the free list,
that o muech Iarger number will be imported, and, according to
the law of supply and demand, this will necessarily reduce the
egg market in this country; and on behalf of the farmers who
will be injured by this provision I have offered this amendment,
although I know from what has occurred here this afternocon
that it is fruitless for me to offer if, because I already hear the
machinery of the steam roller starting up, and the gentleman
in charge of it is becoming impatient to roll it over this amend-
ment as he has over all others of a like character that have been
offered.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kentucky.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Seeds: Flaxsced or linseed, cotton seed, and other oll sceds; grass
seed, including timothy and clover seced; garden, field, and other sced
not herein otherwise provided for, when in packages welghing over
1 pound each (not including flower sced).

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 17, strike out all of lines 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8.

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, flaxseed is a product of the
Northwest. When ground is broken up in a new country that
is the first crop that is raised. It is the poor man's crop. This
industry has grown in this northwest country and the duty
should be left on flaxseed to protect and to help the new settlers.
I hope my motion may prevail,

The OCHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from North Dakota.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Fish of all kinds, fresh, frozen, packed in fee, salt or preserved
in any form, except sardines and other fish preserved in ofl; and
shellfish of all kinds, including oysters, lobsters, and clams in any
state, fresh or packed, and coverings of the foregoing.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Beginning on line 9, page 17, strlke out the paragraph.

The OHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Seal, herring, whale, and other fish ofl, including sod oil: Provided,
That fish oil, whale oll, seal oil, and fish of all kinds, being the product
of fisherles carried on by the fishermen of the United States, shall beo
admlitted Into Canada as the product of the United States, and, simi-
larly, that fish oll, whale oil, seal oil, and fish of all kinds, being the
product of fisherles carried on by the fishermen of Canada, shall be
admitted into the United States as the product of Canada.

Mr. KATIIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, line 14, after the word ‘ herring,” strike out the word
“swhale " ; and also, on lines 15 and 10, strike out the words ' whale

oil.”

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the ships in Canada that are
engaged in the whale-oil enterprise are constructed in Norway
and cost $23,000 each. The American ships that compete with
them are manufactured in American shipyards, by American
workmen receiving American wages, and fly the American flag,
and cost $80,000 cach.

Mr. SISSON. Then buy them in Norway.

Mr. KAHN. The men who man the Canadian ships are
Chinese and Japanese. The men who man the American ships
are white men. The Chinese and Japanese get $40 a month
and feed themselves. The white men on the American ships
get $75 a month and are fod by the companies that manufac-
ture the whale oil. If you allow the product of Canada fo
come in free, as contemplated by the pending measure, you wipe
out an American industry and you again drive American ships
off the seas.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from California.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Timber, hewn, sided or squared otherwise than by sawing, and round
timber used for spars or in buillding wharves.
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Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, strike out lines 24 and 25.

Mr. LANGLEY., Mr. Chairman, let me explain here that I
am algo going to move to strike out the four succeeding para-
graphs on page 18 of this bill. All five of these paragraphs,
you will observe, propose to put lumber, in some form or other,
upon the free list. I am opposed to all of it. I think we have
little enough protection to lumber now. I have already indi-
cafed, as fully as I could in five minutes, my views upon this
question, and I thought I would explain now that it is my pur-
pose in offering all five of these amendments to take lumber in
any form off the free list embodied in this treaty, so that when
I offer these four amendments I can do so without explana-
tion. Moreover, it Is evident that it is perfectly useless to
make an argument in support of all of these amendments, as
those favoring the treaty have already demonstrated that they
do not proposed to-permit an amendment to it,

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kentucky.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * wharves,” in line 25, page 17, strike out the perlod
and insert a comma, and add the words * shingles, laths, fencing posts,
sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except
boards, planks, deals, and other Iumber of lignum-vite, lancewood,
ebony, box, grandilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other
cabinet woods."

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to
say upon this matter. It is simply one of a series of amend-
ments that I stated that I would offer.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. -

The question was faken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, not further mamufac-
tured than sawed.

Mr. LANGLEY.
1 and 2 on page 18.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows: A

Page 18, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “ not further manufac-
tured than sawed.”

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. Chairman, this in effect is the same propo-
sition again, and if adopted will give free lumber. I am not go-
ing to take up the time to discuss it [applause] except to say—
well, Mr. Chairman, since there seems to be such a unanimous
expression of delight that I am talking I think I will discuss
it. I am in hopes you brethren over there will have by this
time been able to solve the proposition properly and have given
sufficient consideration to the reasoning that has been poured
out here for your benefit that if you really and truly are in
favor of free lumber you will adopt this amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the amendment
. offered by the gentleman from Kentucky.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk read as follows:

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, not further manu-
factured than sawed.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike oat lines 1 and 2, on page 18.

Mr. LANGLEY. I sce the steam roller is operating——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. The
amendment was properly put and acted upon by the committee.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pavlnﬁ posts, railroad ties, and telephone, trolley, electric-light, and
telegraph poles of cedar or other woods.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines 3 and 4 on page 18,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I said a while ago it is
evident the House does not want to hear any further debate—

Severarn, MemBERs, That is right,

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines

Mr. LANGLEY. I started to say, I see that the steam roller
is oiled and ready to roll over all these amendments, and I do
not desire to detain the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Wooden staves of all kinds, not further manufactured than listed or
Jointed, and stave Dbolts. -

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines § and ¢ on page 18.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to discuss
the amendment for the reasons already stated.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the item the gentleman
is trying to strike out has been passed.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood the Clerk had
read down to “stave bolts,” in line 6, and I moved to strike
out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s amend-
ment is in time. If there is any confusion it was due to the
Chair's fault. The question is upon the amendment of the
gentleman, which is to strike out lines § and € on page 18.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pickets and palings.

Mr. LANGLEY. I move to strike out the paragraph.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
Kentucky ought to give his reasons—— [Cries of “ Oh, no!"]

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought to be
some display of the intelligence that lies behind such a motion.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the gentleman
from Tennessee, who is always courteous and amiable, does not
mean quite what his language might imply. He will recall
that I said to the committee a little while ago that I would
offer a motion to strike out all these paragraphs to place any
lumber in any form on the free list, because I did not think that
we have any too much protection on lumber now. Moreover,
out of consideration for gentlemen on that side who have been
protesting against debate on all these amendments to the treaty,
I have refrained from debating these other motions to strike
out the free lumber provision. I could debate them and give
an intelligent reason, I think, why the motions should be
adopted. But I know the gentleman from Tennessee and the
other gentlemen on both sides have made up their minds to vote
down all of these amendments, and there is no need of my
wasting any more breath upon the subject. I merely wanted
to put myself and the majority of the House on record.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
centleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Plaster rock, or gypsum, crude, not ground.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-

ent.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out in line 8, page 18, the following words, to wit: * Plaster
rock, or gypsum, crude, not ground.”

[Cries of “Vote!”]

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indunlgence of the
Members of this Honse for only a few moments In order to say
a few words which I think I am in duty bound to say in defense
of what I think is justice to my congressional district. Under
this paragraph of the treaty crude gypsum is placed on the free
list. As some of you know, doubtless, gypsum is the substance
from which, at the present day, common wall plasters for our
liouses are made. It exists in abundant quantities in many of
the States of this Union. When, at the last session of Con-
gress, the Ways and Means Committee had under consideration
what is known as the Payne-Aldrich bill, there were extended
hearings on the question of how much duty should be levied
upon gypsum. Under the Dingley bill the tariff on crude
gypsum was 50 cents per ton. ‘T'he bill, as it passed the House,
reduced it from 50 cents to 40 cents a ton. T thought there was
no demand for that, but the bill went to the Senate, and there
the duty was reduced to 30 cents a ton. Under this trade
agreement crude gypsum is placed on the free list,

I want to say that the State which I have the honor in part
to represent is great in many respects, Great in agriculture,
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because there is no State in the Union that grows so abund-
antly such a vast variety of agricultural products. I am op-
posed to this DLill because I believe it does an injustice to the
great agricultural interests of my State. But Oklahoma is a
great State from the standpoint of its wealth in minerals—eoal,
oil, gas, irom, asphalt, glass sand, gypsum, and many other
minerals. In my congressional district Providence has de-
posited absolutely unlimited deposiis of gypsum. My congres-
sional distriet has the ecrude gypsum sufficient to supply not
only the United States, but the entire world with gypsum.

Now, then, in 1910, the little tariff of 30 cents per ton upon
crude gypsum brought into the Treasury of the United States
over $100,000. You gentlemen who believe in a tariff for
revenue only ought to support the little tariff of 30 cents per
ton mpon crude gypsum. The effect of this bill will be to take
$100,000 out of the Treasury of the United States and put it
in the hands of a few manufacturers of gypsum in the north-
eastern portion of the United States, People who build houses
will not get plaster for their houses any cheaper. This is a
discrimination against the gypsum of the West. It appears to
me that the men who preparved this so-called treaty, or pact,
could not look down into the Southwest a thousand miles away
and see the gypsum in the second congressional district of
Oklahoma. They did, however, look up north and see the
gypsum beds of Nova Scotia, New Dreton, and Newfoundland,
and plaeced gypsum on the free list for the benefit of the owners
of Canadian gypsum deposits, and the owners of gypsum mills
in the northeastern portion of the United States. I enter my
solemn protest against this injustice. I believe in the policy
of protection. I love my great new State, where I have lived
ever sinece its birth. We have magnificent opportunities for
agriculture, and we have magnificent opportunities to become a
great manufacturing State. No measure shall have my support
that I believe will retard the growth and development of my
State or that diseriminates against the industries of my people.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. MorGAxw].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Iluorspar, crude, not ground.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on page 18, line 13, I move
to strike out the paragraph.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 18, strike out line 13.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Payne tariff law placed
a protective duty upon fluorspar. Drior to that time this in-
dustry was not protected. The question was fully considered
at the last session, and it was found that there are fluorspar
mines in Kentucky, Illinois, and a number of other States, but
that the ruinous competition of the foreign mineral prevented
these mines from being successfully operated. This protective
duty was accordingly imposed, justly, I think, and the wisdom
of it has been demonstrated by the profitable operation of these
mines since then.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Are the gaugers interested in
this?

Mr. LANGLEY. The gaugers are probably interested, I will
say to the gentleman; they are good Kentuckians and naturally
want to see all of Kentucky's industries prosper, This is an
important industry in Kentucky. I am satisfied that you are
going to vote this amendment down, of course; but I have the
right, I think, to offer it and be heard a moment on it, if T de-
sire to be heard. [Cries of “ Vote!” *“Vote!”]

It has been only two years since this guestion was consid-
ered by Congress and this duty fixed as a result. I for one am
opposed to nullifying by a treaty action so recently taken by
Congress, after due deliberation, and therefore I move to strike
this paragraph out.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rolled round wire rods in the coll, of ircn or steel, not over three-
elghths of an inch In dlameter, and not smaller than No. 8 wire gange.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow-
ing amendment, which I send to the Clerk’'s desk.

The CHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN-
roor] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add after line 14, [m?: 19, the following:

“I"lows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agrl-
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm earts and all other
agrienltural implements of any kind and description, whether s[mcmcnlly
me:i:joned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including repair
parts.

“ Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials,
or coverings, sumitable for covering and ballng cotton, composed in
whole or In part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, INussian seg, New
Zealand tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any other
materinls or fibers suitable for covering eotton; and burlaps and bags
or sacks compesed wholly or In part of jute or burlaps or other ma-
terial sultable for bagging or sacking agricultural products.

“ Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched
or not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or tles,
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or without
buckles or fastenings, for Laling cotton or any other commodity; and
wire for baling hay, straw, and other a%rlcultuml products.

“ Girain, buff, =plit, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting
leather, boots and shaes made wholly or in chief valuc of leather mada
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight,"

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
enough has been read already to show that the amendment is
not in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes
the point of order that the amendment is not in order. The
Chair will examine the amendment. The gentleman from Con-
necticut will state his point of order.

Mr, HILL, Mpr. Chairman, the point is that the amendment
is in violation of the rule, in that it is not germane to the ques-
tion or paragraph——

Mr. BARTLETT. Or to the subject matter.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor], if he desires to be heard on the ques-

tion.

Mr, LENROOT, Mr. Chairman, if there is any point as to its
being in violation of that portion of the rule which provides
that no amendment shall be in order which is not germane to
the subject matter in the bill, or which does not directly relate
to the item to which the amendment is propesed, then, Mr.
Chairman, I ask leave to change the amendment I have offered
by offering it as a new paragraph.

" Mr, MANN. That is what the gentleman did.

Mr. LENROOT. It is substantially that; and as to that, if
the point of order is still made, T would like to be heard upon it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving a point of
order, ns I understand the proposition, the gentleman offers an
amendment relating to duties between this country and Canada,
not the world.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to runle. The
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin is one
enumerating numerous articles that shall be free of duty when
imported from the Dominion of Canada into the United States.
The bill before the committee is one arranging reciprocal trade
relations between the Dominion of Canada and the United
States. Had the amendment been one to put the articles
enumerated on the free list, no matter from what country im-
ported, it would have been clearly out of order. Dut in the
opinion of the Chair, it being confined to articles imported from
the Dominion of Canada, the amendment is in order, and the
point of order is therefore overruled. The Clerk will proceed
with the reading of the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

" Of ecattle of the bovine species, Including ealfsking ; and harness, sad-
dles, and saddlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed
who‘lly or in chief value of leather; nnd leather cut into shoe uppers or
vamps or other forms sultable for conversion into manufactured articles.

A ?lnrhed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for
fencing, Including wire staples.

“ Beof, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted,
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved In
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats.

# Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye, flour, bran
middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled cats, and all
prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles
not sweetened.

st pimbor, hewn, slded, or gquared, round timber used for spars or in
bullding wharves, shingles, Iaths, fenelng posts, sawed boards, planks,
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except bonrds, planks, deals,
and other lumber, of llgnum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla,
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods.

“ Sewing machines, and all parts thereof.

# 8alt, whether In bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages.”

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!"]

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this bill is the free-list bill
proposed by that side of the House, which if is now propoesed to
apply to imports from Canada. 3

I am well aware of the fact that there is no atfempt being
made this afternoon to legislate upon this very important bill.
Tvery Member on that side of the House, from the hustings all
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over this country, has charged that this House has ceased to be
a deliberative body. Dut, gentlemen, with your majority here
this afternoon, I say that this House never was less delibera-
tive since I have been liere than it is at this moment. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.] Your majority does not dare
to consider these amendments upon their merits. You are
bound and shackled by a party caueus, and if it was not for
;c,llll:it, gsome of these nmendments would be incorporated in this

Now, gentlemen of the majority, if your free-list bill that
you propose shall fail of passage, upon you will fall the respon-
sibility before the country of refusing to secure some relief to
the consumers of this couniry in reduction of duties. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few words
to say. It is apparent that the free-list bill that we intend to
bring before the House next week means in many of its items
a reduction of the cost of living to the people of the United
States, because we put the articles on the free list as coming
from all the world; but, so far as Canada is concerned, it is
absurd to claim that agricultural implements or meats or many
of the other.products named in that bill would ever come from
Canada in any considernble gquantities if those articles were
included in this bill. If the gentleman really desires to enact
this free list into Iaw, I hope after this bill has passed the
House he will use hig influence with the Senators of the United
States who agree with him to enable us to send the bill to the
President. [Applause.]

Mr. SABATH. The Senators from his State.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENRooT].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That the articles above enumerated, the growth, product, or
manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, shall be exempt from dut
when the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evi-
dence and shall make proclamation that the followlng articles, the
growth, product, or manufacture of the United States or any of its
&\%ssemlons {except the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam and

tuill;ra). are admitted into the Dominion of Canada free of duty,
namely =

Mr, LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, after the word “Provided,”
in line 15, on page 19, I move to insert the words “ That this act
shall not become operative before January 1, 1912, and after
the word “duty,” in line 17, I move to insert the word * only.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word “Provided,” In line 15, on page 19, Insert the words:
“mhat this act shall not become operative ore January 1, 1912, and
after the word “ duty,” in line 17, on said page, Insert the word “ only.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or-
der on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama reserves a
point of order.

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering
this amendment is that this act affects principally the products
of the farmer, and that there is now in the hands of the farmer
a counsiderable part of the crops that were grown and produced
with no suggestion that there would be any legislation that
would materially affect the prices of these commodities, and
that under those circumstances, if this bill should become a law,
which I liope it will not, unless it is so amended as to equalize
its provisions to all industries alike, it is only fair that its
operation should not take effect upon the products that were
grown while the present law existed, for, even in the prospects
of the passage of this bill, there has been a lowering of the
prices of the farm products, and the farming industry of this
country has been injured to a very appreciable extent without
any corresponding advantage to that industry.

If there was a general adjustment of the tariff so as to dis-
tribute the general effect, it would be quite a different proposi-
tion than that which here confronts us.

If this bill is to be enacted into law, let it be so amended that
its provisions do not apply to the products of the last season,
but-to those only to be produced which have been planted with
a knowledge that this bill is likely to become a Iaw.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the point of order, Mr.
Chairman, and hope the amendment will be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by thie gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINDDERGH].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment which
I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from
amendment, which the Clerk swill report.

Iowa offers an

‘nny kind whatsoever (whe

The Clerk read as follows:

. ﬁ&mﬁnd line 18, page 10, by inserting, after the word * cvldence,” the
ollowing :

£ Tlnﬁg the Dominion of Canada has so revised fts patent laws as to
give to inventors of the United States holding Canadian patents the
same privileges as are now glven by the United States fo inventors of
Canada holding United States patents, and shall have satisfactory
evidence."”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of order that that
amendment is not germane to this bill. It relates to the patent
laws, and this is a treaty relating to tariff duties between the
two countries.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the
point of order.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, as pointed out two or three
days ago, the patent laws of Canada are such that they re-
quire an American holding a patent from Canada either to sell
his patent or to come to Canada for the purpose of manufactur-
ing the article. Therefore, so long as these laws obtain, the
concessions granted under this agreement are absolutely inef-
fective. It is an idle ceremony for this House to pass an agree-
ment under which Canada proposes to give us concessious so
far as access to her markets are concerned when she still re-
tains within her internal legal system the power to render
those provisions prohibitive and Ineffective. Therefore, it seems
to me, it is not only germane but necessary to adopt this amend-
ment if we desire to make this agreement effective so far as
Canadian markets are concerned.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on
the point of order. WWhile I shall not vote for the amendment
if it be placed before the House, it seems to me that it is not
subject to a point of order. As I understand the amendment, it
is proposed to amend the proviso so that it will read that when
the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evi-
dence that—relating to the patent laws—he shall make procla-
mation that the following articles, and so forth. In other
words, to make the dutinable and free list provided in the bill
dependent in part upon the duties fixed by Canada and in part
upon the revision of her patent laws. Clearly, it secms to me
geriane, in order to provide that our duties shall be reciproeal,
and that we would have a right under this bill to add any pro-
vision as a condition precedent to our granting a lower rate of
duty or the free list.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite get the
reading of the amendment in full, but I withdraw the point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from
TIowa. *

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. Pulp of wood mechanieally ground; pul
bleached, or unbleached; news print paper, and other paper, and paper
board, manufactured from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood
pulp, or of which such pulp is the component materinl of chief value,
colored In the dpulp. or not colored, and valued at not more than 4
cents per pound, not including printed or decorated wall paper, being
the produets of Canada, when imported therefrom directly into the
United States, shall be admitted free of duty, on the condition prece-
dent that no export duty, export license fee, or other export charge of

er in the form of addltional charge or
license fee, or otherwise), or any prohibition or restriction In any way
of the exportation (whether by law, order, regulation, contractual re-
lation, or otherwise, dircetly or indirectly), shall have been imposed
upon such paper, board, or wood pulp, or the wood nsed in the manu-
facture of such paper, i)oard. or wood rgulp, or the wood pulp used in
the manufacture of such paper or boeard.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following substi-
tute for section 2.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. Pulp of wood mechanieally ground; pulp of wood, chemical,
bleached, or unbleached ; news-print paper, and otger paper, and paper
board, manufactared from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood
pulp, or of which such pulp is the component material of chief value,
colored in the pulp, or not colored, and valued at not more than 4 conts
per pound, not including printed or decorated wall paper, being the
froducts of the Dominion of Canada, when imported therefrom directl
nto the United States, shall be admitted free of duty, on the cnndi
tion precedent that no export dut‘f’ cxport license fee, or other export
charge of any kind whatsoever (whether in the form of additional
charge or license fee or otherwise), or any prohibition or restriction
in aoy way of the exportation (whether by law, order, regulation, con-
tractual relation, or otherwise, directly of indirectly), shall have Leen
imposed upon paper, board, or weod pulp, or the wood used in the
manufacture of paper, board, or wood pulp by the Government of the
Dominfon of Cana or any Provinee or other subdivision of govern-
ment thereof, where the same was in whole or in part produced (ecither
in the form of wood or pulp or otherwise) or manufactured: Provided,
howerver, That the rates of duty as now collected upon the articles in
this sectlon mentioned shall in no case be increased.

Mr. FORDNEY. My, Chairman, the only difference befween
the substitute I have offered and section 2 of the bill as now
written is that before Canada can enjoy our markets free of

of wood, chemlieal,
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duty on print paper she must remove from each and every
Province in Canada her embargo on pulp wood. I believe that
it is only fair that, if we are to take the finished product from
Canada or any other country in the world, that country should
let free raw material come into our market unrestricted. This
section is not as the bill was originally introduced at all
Therefore it is subject to amendment without affecting the bill.
Section 2 as now in the bill was prepared by the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr, Maxwx] and presented to the committee and
adopted as a substitute for the section that was in the bill
when it was first introduced by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCarn], because that section was not properly
worded. The only difference belween the sections in the bill
and the one I offer is that Canada is required to remove ler
restrictions on pulp wood.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the situation in regard to pulp
and paper is a little different in the bill from the situation as
to any other article named. There is no prohibition of ex-
portation on the other articles named in the bill, There is no
export duty on pulp and paper coming from Canada into the
United States. The Dominfon of Canada has levied no charge,
made no restrictions, fixed no export duty on pulp or paper
coming from Canada into the United States. Most of the pulp
paper probably will be made in the future at least from pulp
wood cut on the public lands known as the Crown lands.

Those Crown lands are not owned by the Dominion of Can-
ada; they are owned by the individual Provinces. Some of
those Provinces are very much opposed to permitting any pulp
wood to be exported from the Dominion into the United States.
The Province of Ontario, for instance, whenever it sells pulp
wood upon the Cruwn lands, puts into the contract the specific
provision that that wood shall not be sent out of the Dominion
of Canada for manufacture. The result of the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Foroxey], if he
states it correctly, would be that any one Province of Canada
conld absolutely prohibit the taking effect of the provision in
the bill and render entirely nugatory all of the legislation in
reference to pulp and paper. It would no longer be the action
of the Dominion of Canada, but any one Province by putting
into a contract for the sale of its pulp wood the provision that
that pulp wood should be manufactured in the Dominion of
Canada would entirely prevent the operation of the law, if
this be enacted into law, and the Province of Ontario or
some other Province would take advantage of that power and
entirely prohibit all benefits to come from this provision of the
law.

In my judgment, it is to the Interest not only of the paper
consumers in the United States, but of the paper-manufactur-
ing industry in the United States, that the great forests of
black spruce in Canada may be utilized by exporting from
Canada for the benefit of our paper mills that pulp wood con-
trolled by these Provinces. If the amendment of the gentleman
from Michigan should prevall, so far as paper and pulp are
concerned, the bill might just as well be thrown into the waste
basket, becaunse it would never have any effect.

The proposition contained in section 2 is identically the lan-
gunge of the agreement.
not follow out the agreement. Somebody made an error in
drawing the bill. While this section 2 has been called the
Mann amendment, all I did was to take the language of the
agreement, write it out, and present it to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and the only thing left out of the agreement
in the section as presented with reference to pulp and paper
were these words, which were supernumerary :

Provided, That such paper and board, valued at 4 cents per pound or
less, and wood pulp.

That was a repetition of language already in the agreement,
go in drawing the section that language was left ont. In other
respects it is in the identical language of the agreement, and
carries out not only the intent of the agreement, but makes a
law which will be of benefit, in my opinion, both to the con-
sumer and manufacturer.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman will admit that he pre-
pared the amendment that I have offered? It was prepared by
the gentleman, and I give him credit for preparing an exceed-
ingly intelligent amendment to that bill. He brought the two
amendments to the committee, and the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. Hitr] offered the one that is now in the bill, and
I offer this one.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

The first bill that was presented did._

(By unanimous consent leave was granted Mr. MANN to pro-
ceed for five minutes.)

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I was not able to be certain
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan
was the other provision which I had prepared. I thought it
was as it was read, but the gentleman misstated or erroneously
stated its effect.

Mr. FORDNEY, Not intentionally.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; not infentionally. The provision in
the bill will admit, if this becomes a law, at once, free of duty,
paper or wood pulp made from pulp wood cut on private
lands in Canada, on which there is no restriction of exportation.

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan
would admit paper and pulp from Provinces only as each Prov-
ince removed all restrictions on the exportation of pulp wood,
and would not treat the entire Dominion of Canada as an en-
tity, but treats each Province by itself. There may have been
doubt as to which was the better provision. While I think,
under the terms of the agreement and under the terms of the
bill, it is quite competent for the House, without disturbing
the arrangement between the two Executives, to adopt either of
those provisions, still, in my judgment, it is better, now that
the provision which is in the bill is in the agreement, to fol-
low the language of the agreement and admit the paper made
from private-lands pulp wood free of duly without leaving the
Provinces the power to control it. If I felt that it was neces-
sary, and If it were not for the lateness of the hour, I would
be glad to discuss the matter more at length, but I do not feel
at this time at liberty to detain the House further in regard
to the proposition. [Cries of “ Vote!”]

Mr. FORDNBEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit
me, I ask unanimous consent for one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FORDNIEY. Thank you, gentlemen; I will not take more
than a minute. Instead of the gentleman's [Mr. MAanN] state-
ment being correct that the language in the bill is exactly as
agreed upon by our representatives and the representatives of
Canada, he is mistaken. I think the gentleman makes a mis-
take, an honest mistake, of course, because Mr. Fielding, on the
floor of the House of Parliament in Canada, stated that the
Government of the United States demanded this very same
thing, but they were unable to agree to it because they could
not bind the Provinces, showing conclusively that the matter
had been discussed and that our representatives had aimed to
get the very thing that I am asking for, but the Canadian rep-
resentatives were unable to bind the Provinces. That was his
statement and the substance of his (Fielding's) letter to our
Secretary of State.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment“in the nature of a substitute offered by the gentleman
from AMichigan,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

8rc. 3. That for the purpose of further readjusting the duties on
importatlons into the United States of article or artleles the growth,
product, or manufacture of the Dominlon of Canada, and of the exporta-
tion into the Dominion of Canada of article or articles the growth,
sroduct, or manufacture of the Unlted States, the Presldent of the
Tnited States Is authorized and requested to negotiate trade agreements
with the Dominion of Canada wherein mutual concessions are made
looking toward freer trade relations and the further reclfn-m:al expan-
slon 05 trade and commerce ; Provided, however, That sald trade agree-
ments bhefore becoming operative shall be Hubmfttcd to the Congress of
the United States for ratifieation or rejection.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be added as an addi-
tional section.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 4, Nothing In this act ghall be construed to prevent the United
States from amending or repealing the same at any time without notice
to the Dominlon of Canada, nor shall the Dominion of Canada be
required to give to the United States any notice before amending or
repealing any law responsive to this act.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I have
just offered authorizes either this country or Canada to with-
draw from the reciprocal trade arrangement now proposed at
any time without notice to the other. The pending so-called
Canadian reciprocity bill occupies a peculiar position. It is not
a treaty, as some Members have seemed to suppose it is. It is
merely a bill, which, if passed, will become a law of the United
States. Then, if Canada passes a similar law, as specified in
this act, the President is to issue a proclamation putting our
law into effect. We authorize him to do so in the bill. But not
one word is said in the bill as to how it is ever to be repealed,
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if perchance we should be dissatisfied with it after a few years'
trinl. Neither is any method provided for its amendment.
Manifestly, Canada has some interest in what we shall do in
the way of amending or repealing this bill in the future. Our
bill admits the products of Canada into this country upon cer-
tain terms, provided Canada shall pass a law admitting certain
of our products into that country upon certain terms that we
have specified.

Now, when the bill we are passing to-day becomes a Iaw, and
Canada has passed an act containing exactly the schedules
upon our imports into that country that we have stipulated in
our bill that she shall pass, it seems to me that a sort of a
contract will have been entered into between the two countries.
Neither country should arbitrarily withdraw from the agree-
ment after it is entered into without giving some notice to the
other, unless it is provided in the bill at the time we pass it
that such a thing can be done. This is exactly what I propose
by the amendment I have offered.

RReject this amendment and you may have a hard time getting
out of the agreement you are now entering into, if you should
ever want out. This country will at least desire to change the
schedules of this trade arrangemenf, or some of them, from
time to time, and unless this additional section be added no
express power will be reserved to do so. Adopt the amendment,
and either this country or Canada will be at liberfy, withount
any specified notice to the other, to amend or repeal these re-
ciprocal trade Iaws at any iime. It would certainly be the part
of wisdom to do so.

This afternoon I heard the distinguished gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Uxpeewoon], the leader of the Democratic ma-
jority in this House, request his party followers to vote against
all amendments that shall be proposed to this bill. Therefore,
I can have no hopes that the amendment I have proposed will
be accepted. DBut it is something that has been overlooked, and
I fecl it is my duty to the country to offer it. Maybe if it is
voted down here it will be added to the bill when it reaches the
Senate, so that we will not tie our hands for all time to come
fo what may be a bad bargain,

If the Democrats had not held a eaucus in advance of the con-
sideration of this bill and decided on a set program, Members
offering amendments at this time could have them fairly con-
sidered. For that reason I want to say in passing, that I am
unalterably opposed to caucuses. I believe in leaving Members
free to exercise their best judgment at all times, otherwise
we are reduced from a deliberative body to a mere set of par-
rots repeating the votes of our so-called leaders.

I am friendly to the Canadian reciproecity bill, and am going
to vote for it on the roll eall. The amendment is not offered to
embarrass these in charge of the bill on the other side of the
TIouse; it is offered to cover what appears to be a palpable
omission. True, I believe the United States will have the right
to repeal or amend this law at any time without having it =o
expressed in the bill, but it does appear that it would be much
better to have that matter made clear and certain by having it
stipulated in the bill. That is the sole object of the amendment
I have offered in the form of an additional section to the bill.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LAFFERTY].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House withont
amendment, with a recommendation that the bill do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. SgeErLEY, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of Union, reported that the com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412, the
Canadian reciprocity bill, and had instructed him to report the
same to the IHouse sithout amendment and with the recom-
menduation that the bill do pass.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move the previous question on the bill
to its final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

The bill was engrossed and read a third time.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to
the Committee on Ways and Means, with instruetions to report
the same back forthwith amended by placing on the free list
Iumber of all kinds, whether rough, dressed, planed, or grooved;
shingles and lath, the product of the Dominion of Canada, when
imported from Canada into the United States; and on that I
demand the previous question,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska. .

The Clerk read as follows:

To recommit the Dbill to the Committee on Ways and Means with In-
structions to report the same back forthwith amended by placing on the
Tree list lumber of all kinds, whether rough, dr , planed, or grooved ;
shingles and lath, the product of the Dominion of Canada, when im-
ported from Canada into the United States.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska for the previous question.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman is not entitled
to make that motion. There is no debate permitted on a motion
to recommit.

Mr. NORRIS. The previous question, I think, is proper in
order to prevert amendment.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No amendment can be offered.

The SPEAKER. Without the previous guestion amendments
will be in order. The point of order is overruled. The ques-
tion is on the previous question on the genfleman’s motion to
recommit.

The previous question was ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. On the motion to recommit I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to recommit, and on that
motion the gentleman demands the yeas and nays. All those
who are in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise and
stand until counted. [After counting.] Fifty gentlemen have
arisen—a sufficient number,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side.

The "‘SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Two hundred and thirty gentlemen have arisen, and the yeas
and nays are refused.

The question is on the motion {o recommit the bill

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

The gquestion was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. DALZELL, and several other Mem-
bers demanded the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the
bill, Those in favor of the passage of the bill will answer
“yea”; those opposed “nay.” The Clerk will call the roll

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2068, nays 89,
answered “ present” 3, not voting 29, as follows:

YBAS—268.
Adair Covington Gould Lewls
Adamson Cox, Ind. Graham Linthicum
Afken, 8. C. Cox, Ohlo Greene Littlepage
Alexander Crago Gregg, Pa, Lloyd
Allen Cravens Gregg, Tex, Lobeck
Ames Crumpacker Griest Longworth
Anderson, Ohio Cullop Hamill Loud
Ansberry Curley Hamilton, W. Va. McCall
Anthony Danforth Hamlin MeCoy
Ashbrook Daugherty Hardwick McCreary
Austin Davenport Hard McDermott
Ayers Davls, W. ¥a. Harrls MeGillicuddy
Barchfeld Denver Harrison, Miss. McHenry
Barnhart Dickinson Ha n, N. Y. MeKinney
Bartholdt Dies Hay Macon
Bartlett Difenderfer Heald Madden
Beall, Tex. ixon, Ind. Heflin Madison
Bell, Ga. Donohoe Helm Maguire, Nebr,
Berger Doremuns Higzing Maher
Bingham Driscoll, D. A, Hill Mann
Blackmon pre Hobson Martin, Colo.
Dochne Dyer Holland Matthews
Booher Edwards .- Houston Miller
Borland Ellerbe Hownard Mitehell
Bowman Estopinal Howland Moon, Pa.
Brown Evans Hubbard Abon, Tenn.
Buchanan Faison Hughes, N. J. Moaore, Tex.
Bulkley Farr Hull Morrison
Burke, Pa. Ferris Humphreys, Miss. Moss, Ind.
Burke, Wis. Fields Jacoway Murdock
Burlezon Finley James Murray
Burnett Fitzgerald Johnson, Ky. Needham
Butler Flood, Va. Johnson, B, C. Nryo
Byrnes, 8. C. Floyd, Ark. Jones Oldfield
Dyrns, Tenn, Fornes Kent Olmsted
Calder Foss Kindred O'Bhaunessy
Callaway Foster, 111, Kinkead, N. J. Padgett
Candler Francis Kitchin T'age
Cantrill Fuller Knowiand Palmer
Carlin Gallagher Konig ‘arran
Carter Garner Kono Patten, N. X.
Ca Garrett Korbly Pepper
Catlin George Lafferty Peters
Clark, Fla. Gillett Tamb Porter
Clayton Glass Lawrence Post
Cline Godwin, N. C. Lee, Ga. Pou
Collier Goeke Lee, Pa. Rainey
Connell Goldfogle Legare Raker
Conry Goodwin, Atk. Lever Randell, Tex.
! Cooper Gordon Levy Ransdell, La.
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Rauch Sheppard 8Btephens, Tex. Turnbull
Tteilly Sherley Btevens, Minn, Tuttle
Richardson Sherwood Stone Underhill
Roberts, Masa. Sims Stulloway Underwood
Roberts, Nev. Sisson Sulzer Utter
Robinson Slayden Sweet Watkins
Roddenbery Slcmil Switzer Weeks
Rothermel Smal Talbott, Md. White
Rouse Smith, N. Y, Taleott, N. Y. Wickliffe
Rubey Smith, Tex, Taylor, Ala. Wilder
Rucker, Mo. Sparkman Taylor, Colo. Wilson, I1L.
Russell Speer Taylor, Ohio Wilson, N. Y.
Babath Stack Thayer Wilson, Pa.
Saunders Stanley Thomas Witherspoon
hcullﬁ' Stedman Tilson Young, Mich.
Shackleford Stephens, Cal, Townsend Young. Tex.
Sharp Stephens, Miss,  Tribble The Speaker,
NAYS—80.
Akin, N. Y. French La Follette Pujo
Anderson, Minn, Gardner, Masgs. Langley Rees
Bathrick Gardner, N. J. Lenroot Rodenberg
Bradley Good Lindbergh Rucker, Colo.
Burke, 8. Dak. Gudger McGuire, Okla, Simmons
Campbell Guernsey McKinley Sloan
Cannon Hamilton, Mich., McLaughlin Smith, J. M. C.
Claypool Hammond MeMorran Smith, Saml. W.
Copley Hanna Malb{n Stecnerson
Currier Hartman Martin, 8. Dak, Sterling
Dalzell Haugen Mondell Thistlewood
Davis, Minn, Hawley Moore, Pa, Towner
De Forest Hayes Morgan Volstead
Dodds Helgesen Mot Warburton
Doughton Hinds Nelson Webb
Driscoll, M. E. Howell Norris Wedemeyer
Dwight Humphrey, Wash. Patton, Pa Whitacre
Esch Jackson Pickett Willis
Falrehild Kendall Plumley Woods, Towa
Foeht h’ennet(!iy Powers Young, Kans.
Fordney Kinkaid, Nebr. Pray Y
Foster, Vi l{ol[m Prince
Fowler Lafean Frouty
ANSWERED * PRESENT "—3.
Kahn Langham Riordan
NOT VOTING—29.
Andrus Draper Latta Redfield
Bates Gray Lindsay Sells
Brantley Henry, Conn. Littleton Smith, Cal.
Broussard Henry, Tex. Loudenslager Vreeland
Burgess Hensley McKenzie Wood, N. T,
Davidson Hughes, Ga. Mays
Dent Hughes, W. Va. Morse, Wis.
Dickson, Miss. Kipp Payne

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name.
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crark of Missouri, and he
voted in the affirmative. r
So the bill was passed.
The following pairs were announced:
For this session:
Mr. RiorpAN with Mr. AXDRUS.
Until further notice:
Mr. Huenes of Georgia with Mr. Woop of New Jersey.
Mr. HENRY of Texas with Mr. VREELAND.

For to-day:

Mr. BRANTLEY with Mr. BATES.

For to-day and ending in three weeks:
Mr. LatTa with Mr. Huenes of West Virginia,
On the reciproeity bill:
Mr. Hexry of Connecticut (in favor of) with Mr. KAuN

'(against).

Mr. Krep (in favor of) with Mr. LaNncHAM (against).
Mr, Serrs (In favor of) with Mr. DavipsoNy (against). 5
Mr. LirTLETON (in favor of) with Mr. LoupENsLAGER (against).

Mr. Pay~NE (in favor of) with Mr.

(against).

Mr. LANGHAM.

The SPEAKER. In the negative.

Mr. LANGHAM.

Morse of Wisconsin
Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?
I am paired, Mr. Speaker, with Mr. Kirp,

and I wish to withdraw my vote and answer “ present.”
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name.
The Clerk ecalled the name of Mr. LANGHAM, and he answered

“ Present.”

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.
The announcement of the result was received with applause.
On motion of Mr, UxpErwooD, 4 motion to reconsider the vote
just taken was laid on the table.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
Mr. RoperrTs of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, ob-
tained leave of absence until April 26, on account of death in

his family.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.
Mr. Youxe of Kansas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave

to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies,
the papers in the case of Annn F. Shepherd, Sixty-first Con-
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon,

ADJTOURNMENRT OVER UNTIL MONDAY,

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mpr. Speaker, I move that when the
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr: UNDER-
woon] moves that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn
to meet on Monday next. The question is on agreeing o that
motion.

The motion was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn. ;

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 28
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Monday, April
24, 1911, at 12 o'clock meridian,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with a
letter from the Chief of Hngineers report of examination of
Grent Pedee River at Gibson Dam, S, . (I. Doec. No. 23) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a copy of a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury
Department relating to the destruetion of certain papers not
needed for public business (II. Doe. No. 24) ; to the Joint Select
Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and or-
dered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examination of
harbor at Knife River, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 25); to the Com-
mittee on Rlivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examination and
survey of New Haven Harbor, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 26) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed
with illustrations.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. . 6728)
granting pensions to teamsters of the War of the Rebellion,
r;'om 1861 to 1865, inclusive; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6720) to provide for the
selection and purchase of a site for and erection of a monument
or memorial to the memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark; to
the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. RR. 6730) to authorize the leasing of
the Batan Island Military Reservation for coal-mining pur-
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (. R. 6731) to provide for the
sale of the surface and mineral deposits of the segregated coal
and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian AfTairs.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD : A bill (H. R. 6732) providing for
the erection of a public building in the eity of Centralia, Mo.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (II. R. 6733) to accept and fund
E]!? bequest of Gertrude M. Hubbard; to the Committee on the

hrary. J

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (I. R. 6734) to regulate
the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the con-
sular distriets of the United States in China; to the Committee
on Forelgn Affairs.

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6735) to authorize the ex-
change with the Coconino Cattle Co. of lands within the Coco-
nino National Forest; to the Committee on the Publiec Lands.

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6736) to
provide for holding terms of United States courts at Hatties-
burg, Miss.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. !

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6787) granting pen-
sions to ecertain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H, R. 6738) to authorize
the St. Louis-Kansas City Electric Railway Co. to consiruct a
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the town of Sf.
Charles, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. .

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6730) to grant medals to sur.
vivors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope
storming party: to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr. HOWLAND : A bill (H, R. 6740) to provide for a sur-
vey of the lake front at Fairport, Lake County, Ohio; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6741) to provide for the erec-
tion of a monument to the signers of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence; to the Committee on the Library. «

Also (by request), a bill (H. Ik. 6742) providing for the dis-
continuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff officer
and ereating tlie grade of warrant oflicer in lieu thereof; to the
Connnittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. COVINGTON : A bill (H. R. G743) to provide Ameri-
can registry for the steamer Minnesote upon certain conditions;
to the Commitice on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma : A bill (H. IRR. 6744) granting
pensions to widows and minor children of deceased soldiers and
sailors of the War with Spain and the Philippine insurrection;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A Dill (H. R. 6745) to
remit the duty on pictorial windows to be imported by the Gate
of Heaven Church, South Doston, Mass.; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 6746) to give
effect to the fifih article of the treaty between the United
States and Canada, signed January 11, 1909; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H., R, 6747) to
authorize the Wisconsin Central Railway Co. to construct a
bridge across the St. Crolx River between Wisconsin and
Minnesota; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. LEVER : Resolution (H. RRes. 119) asking for certain
information of the President; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

By Mr. McCOY : Resolution (H. Res. 120) directing the Sec-
retary of War to furnish information in regard to a water
supply for Staten Island, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 121) directing the Department of
Justice to furnish information in regard to a water supply for
Staten Island, N. X.: to the Committee on the Judieiary.

DBy Mr. CRAVINS: Resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing
the appoeintment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on En-
rolled Bills; to the Committee on Accounts.

Dy Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res.
T3) providing for the termination of thie treaty between the
United States of America and Russia, concluded at St. Peters-
burg December 18, 1832; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. OLARK of Missouri: Concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 5) authorizing the Sceretary of Commerce and Labor and
the Chief of the Burean of Statistics to collect and compile
statistics relating to warsg, ele.; to the Committee on Appro-
priations,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIRR: A bill (H. It. 6748) granting an inerease of
pension to Dayid K. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

Also, a bill (H, R, 6749) granting an increase of pension to
Morgan M. Mills; to the Comumittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio; A bill (I. R. 6750) granting an
incrense of pension to Harrison Barber; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. . .

Also, a bill (H. . 6751) granting a pension to Barbara A.
Bauman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) granting an increase of pension
Illing Babione; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6753) granting an increase of pension
Melanchton Binkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I, R. 6754) granting an increase of pension
Romanes Binkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) granting an incrense of pension
James W. Beckwith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. 1. 6750) granting an increase of pension t
Samuel Cloud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 6757) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, o bill (H. R. 6758) granting a pension to James A.
Dickinson: to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6759) granting an increase of pension
Joseph Diedler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (IT. IR, G760) ,granting an increase of pension to
John Florkowski; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Grundy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 6762) granting an increase of pension to
Stephen Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 6763) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Homan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6764) granting an increase of pension to
Aaron B. Hoffman ; to the Committee on Invalid "ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6765) granting an increase of pension to
Jolin Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6766) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I. R. 6767) granting an increase of pension to
Levi B. Leedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 676S) granting an increase of pension to
Abgalom Mowery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6769) granting an increase of pension to
Jolin Z. Macon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6770) granting an increase of pension to
James MeNary ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) granting an increase of pension to
Tillman MeLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel 8. Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6773) granting an increase of pension to
Henry H, Overmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6774) granting an increase of pension to
William Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6775) granting an increase of pension to
Nicholas B. Querrin; to the Commiltee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) granting an increase of pension to
Burton 8. Rathbun; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. L

Also, a bill (H. R. 6777) granting an increase of peusion to
Daniel Reineck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6778) granting an increase of pension to
Orrell P. Rarick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6779) granting an increase of pension to
George W, Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6780) granting an increase of pension to
Jolim A. Shively; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6781) granting an increase of pension to
Jacobh I, Sprout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Algo, a bill (H. R, 6782) granting an Increase of pension to
Maria A. Sinelair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6783) granting an increase of pension to
Erasnmus D. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6784) granting an inerease of pension to
Markus Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 6785) granting an increase of pension to
Christina Younkman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R&. 6786) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Zender; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) granting a pension to Anna Rose
Petty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H, R. 678S) granting a pension to George Flora;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. IR. 6789) granting a pension
to Juan Bautisto Duran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6790) for the relief of
Charles L. Dague; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) for the relief of James W. Morgan;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, 2 bill (H. I&. 6702) for the relief of Phil Sours; to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6793) for the relief of Charles A. Bess; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6794) for the relief of Lottie Rapp; to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Katherine Ratch-
ford; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, n bill (H. . 6796) for the relief of Drs. Langworthy &
Langworthy and others; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to correct the military reedrd of
Judson N. Pollard; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 6798) granting an increase of pension to
George S. Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) granting an increase of pension to
Franeis Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R, 6S00) granting an inerense of pension fo
Henry D, Sally; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6801) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew T, Kyle; to the Committee on Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6502) granting an increase of pension to
William Copeland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6803) granting an inecrease of pension to
Frank B. Honza; to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Keeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I. 6805) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. Roe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) granting a pension to Franklin Bar-
bour; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6807) granting a pension to Rebecea J.
Blllingslea ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6808) granting a pension to Alice Davis;
io the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to Alexander R.
Banks; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BATHRICK : A bill (H. R. 6310) for the relief of
Charles J. Callahan; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BORLAND : A bill (II. R. 6811) for the relief of John
Moynihan; to the Committee on Clalms.

By Mr. BRADLEY : A bill (H. R. 6812) granting an increase
of pension to Ambrose Langley; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6S13) granting an increase of pension to
James H., Conklin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to
John T. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6315) granting an increase of pension to
Mary A. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6816) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Bennett; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6817) granting a pension to John W.
Dolt: to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) granting a pension to Alice A. D.
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6819) granting a pension to William F.
Patten; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 6520) for the relief of James I. Fountain;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6821) to correct
the date of discharge of Jerome L. Brown; to the Committce
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6822) to carry into effect
the findings of the Court of Claims In the case of William F.
McKimmy, administrator of the estate of John McKimmy, de-
ceqised ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (IL It. 6823) for the relief of
Pedro Fuentes, administrator of the estate of Guadalupe Lujan
de Iuentes, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6524) for the relief of
John Carr; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6825) granting an increase of
pension to Charles M. Burt; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr, CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6826) granting an
increase of pension to John Crew; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase of pension to
Willlam L. Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 682S) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Tungate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6829) granting an inerease of pension
Willlam H. Thomnas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 0830) granting an increase of pension
Rachel A. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 65831) granting an inerease of pension
Thomas Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Als=o, n bill (II R. 6532) granting an increase of pension to
Anton 0hnemrz‘ to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 65238) granting an inerease of pension
Meredith T, Moore; to the Committee on Pensions,

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 6S834) granting an increase of pension
J. I Willlamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6835) granting an increase of pension
John Af, Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6836) granting an increase of pension
Lorenzo D. Hays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R, 6837) granting an increase of pension
Jolm P. Jefferries; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 6838) granting an increase of pension
James C. Rule; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IT. R. 6539) granting an increase of pension to
William H. MeGary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H, I. 65840) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Farishon: to the Committee on Penslons.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6841) granting a pension to Jerry Fitz-
patrick; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 6842) granting a pension to IF'rances H.
Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I*. 63843) granting a pension to Christina
Kraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6844) granting a pension to John William
Willbrandt; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) granting a peusion to J. Frank
Cornman; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 6840) granting a pension to Rachel Pearson;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of George I, Thomas;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Henry Merscli; to
the Committee on Military Affaivs.

Also, a bill (H. .. 6840) for the relief of Georze W. Morgan;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6S50) for the relief of Eli Parks; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of John Blackston;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of Levant C. Dingman;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6833) for the relief of John Ziegler;
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also,a bill (H, R. 6854) for the relief of Joseph Rutter; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, It. 6855) for the relief of the trustees of the
Metholist Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, Mo.; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (H. R. 6856) for the relief of the treasurer of
gtate Hospital No. 1, at Fulfon, Mo.; to the Committee on War

laims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Alexander Andrae, deceased; to the Comunittee on War
Claims.

Also, o bill (H. R. G858) to reimburse Marion Williams; to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6859) referring to the Court of Claims
the claim of John M. Frick; to the Committee on War Olaims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) to correct the military record of
Philip Sappington ; to the Committee on Military Aftairs.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to
George P. Cross; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COVINGTON : A bill (H. . 6362) granting a pension
to Mary P. Haddaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 63863) for the relief of the estate of Capt,
Thomas E. Boone, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claling,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6864) to cqualize the pension of Edwin D.
Bates from Mareh, 1883, up to the time of the speecial act
granting him $24 per month; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
glons,

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6365) granting an in-
creage of pension to Lucien IS Payne; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 6866) for the relief of John A, Trow bm]gc .
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6867) for the relief of the cstate of Larkin
H. Penny, deceased ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Henry C. Emmerke;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6860) graniing an inerease of
pension to John Bonhome; to the Conumittee on Tnvalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6870) granting an increase of pension to
Riley Liston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6871) granting n pension to Lewis N.
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

;\]so, a bill (H. R. 6872) granting an increase of pension to
Darvid E. Garey; to the Committes on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesotn: A bill (H. It. 6878) granting
an inerease of pension to Charles H. Webster; to the Commitiee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of Everctt H. Corson;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6875) granting an increage of pension to
James Skelley; to the Committee on Invulid Pensions.

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 6876) for the relief of the
estate of John Pemberton, deceased; to the Comunittee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) for the relief of the estate of Philip
Felix Herwig, deccased; to the Committee on Claims.

to
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By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6878) granting an increase of
pension to Edward P. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. i

Also, o bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Henry Briggs:
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6880) granting an in-
cerease of pension to James A. Darrin; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6881) granting an incrense of pension to
Dustin W. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) granting an increase of pension to
Lyman J. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6883) granting an increase of pension to
William Borst, alias Willinm Plerce; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6884) granting an increase of pension to
James H. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. Il. 6885) granting an inerease of pension to
Edward G. Waring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6S86) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm C. Oakley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) granting an increase of pension to
Charles N, Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (EL. k. 6588) granting an increase of pension to
Harrison Van Horne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. I&. 6889) granting an increase of pension to
Charles IHolmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 65800) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew J. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6891) granfing an increase of pension to
John Pogue; to the Committee on Invialid Pensions.

Also, n bill (H. R. 6802) granting an inerease of pension to
John J. De Groff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IRR. 6S93) granting an Increase of pension to
Lot Smalley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to
Ainer Mungon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6803) granting an inerease of pension to
Delos Sitts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting an increage of pension to
Manfield Scott: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6S97) granfing an increase of pension to
David Parris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 630S) granting an inerease of pension to
Richmond White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (IL. R. 6S899) granting an increase of pension to
J. Delos Proyn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. It. 6900) granting an increase of pension to
William II, Maxfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, n bill (H. R. 6901) granting an incrense of pension to
John.C. Wilson; to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to
George C. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6903) to correct the military record of
Aungustus York; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr., FAISON: A bill (H. . 6004) for the relief of the
estate of Benjamin C. Smith, deceased, W. W. Smith, adminis-
trator; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (. R. 6905) for the relief of the estate of Seth
Waters; to the Committee on War Clalms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6906) for the relief of Samuel J. White;
to the Comimittee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6907) for the relief of the estate of Thomas
8. Howard, deceasged; to the Committee on War Claims,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6008) for the relief of W. T. Hawkins; to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FULLER : A bill (IL 1. 6909) granting an increase of
piension to Levi H, Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6910) granting an increase of pension to
Alonzo F. Stalker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (I. R. 6911) granting
an inerease of pension to Joseph A. Miller; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. I&. 6912) for the relief of
Lewis Myshrall; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6913)
granting an increase of pension to Alexander Morrow; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6914) for
ihe relief of the estate of J. M. Fortinberry, deceased; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6915) for the relief of the estate of Capt.
John Bolino; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of the estate of Harris
Barnes, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

DBy Mr. HAY : A bill (H. IR. 6917) for the relief of Frederick
Hughson ; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 6918) for the relief of
Thomas Cassidy; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. IR, 6919) granting an increase of
pension to Sherwood C. Bowers; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) for the relief of Thomas Johnson or
his legal representiatives; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6021) for the relief of David R. Mister; to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. It. 6922) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmis
J. Spence, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H, . 6023) for the relief of Edward
8, SBalomon; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill.(H. I&. G924) augthorizing the President to appoint
Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assistant engineer in
the Reyenue-Cutter Seryvice; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 6925) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Coleman; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6926) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm MeClain; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 6927) granting an increase of pension to
Theodore T. Sperling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) granting an increase of pension to
George Mudgett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 6929) granting an increase of pension to
William L. Hands; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to
Stalnaker Marteney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 6931) granting a pension to William W.
Maroney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (II. R. 6032) granting an increase
of pension to William P. Mayles; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6033) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to Charlegs Wibert; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a biil (H. R. 6234) granting an increase of pension to
Allen O. Underhill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 6935) granting an increase of
pension to Eleanor Stahler; to the CSmmittee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Algo, a bill (H. I 6936) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin ¥. Graham; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6937) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Roswell W. Gould; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : A bill ¢H. R. 8933) for the rolief
of Nathan P’. Randall; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6939) granting an increase of pension to
Martin Larvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting an increase
o!f pension fo Jacob Staples; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. PATTEN of New York (by request): A bill (H. R.
6941) for the relief of the heirs at law of Addison O. Fletcher,
tleceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H, R. 6942) granting an increase of
pension to James M. Newland; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, -

Also, a bill (IL. Ik, 6943) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel A, Knoop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a Dill (H, R, 6044) granting a pension to George R.
Pensyl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PROUTY : A bill (H. R. 6045) granting an increase
of pension to David W. Dalrymple; to the Cowmittee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. . 6946) for the correction of the
military record of Zephaniah Squires; to the Committee on
Military Affairs, .

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H, R. 6947) to authorize the Presi-
dent of the United States to appoint Robert H. Peck a captain
in the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. IR. 6948) to restore to the
active list of the Marine Corps the name of Albert Hamilton;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 6949) granting an increase of
pengion to James R. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting an increase of pension to
Aaren M. MeCown; to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, n bill (H. R. 6851) granting an inerease of pension
William R. M¢éNew; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.
Also, o Lill (H. . 6952) granting an increase of pension
Jolm Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (I, R. 6058) grauting an inerease of peusion
James R, Kelly; to the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, ot bill (I . 6054) granting an increase of pension
Alexander R. Blazer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. GB55) granting an Increase of pension
Joseph Laughters; to the Committee on Iuvalld Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6956) granting an inerease of pension
James White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6957) granting an iucrease of pension
Reuben Sellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bRl (H. R. 6058) granting an Increase of pension
P. A. Cobb; to the Committee on Pensions.
Also, a Bill (H. R, 6259) granting an increase of pension to
John Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H, R, 6960) granting an increase of pension to
W. H, Fitzzerald ; to the Connnittee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension
Creed Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H.-R. 6862) granting an increase of pension
W. B. C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) granting an incrense of pension
J. F. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (I, R. 6964) granting an increase of pension
Joseph Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. IR. 6965) granting-an increase of pension to
Sarah McQueen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6966) granting an increase of pension to
Willlam J. Ingle; to the Committee on Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Proflitt; to the Committee on Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6068) granting an increase of pension to
Edgar H. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, o bill (H. It. 6070) granting an increase of pension to
Reuben Cornett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to Ed. G. Beal; {o
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a Dbill (H. R. 60992) granting a pension to Bascom M.
Meyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. . 6973) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6074) granting a pension to Richard Craw-
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6075) granting a pension to Nancy West;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) granting a pension to James K,
Bowman; to the Committee on Pensions
Algo, a bill (H. R. 6977) granting a pension to Tide Owens; to
the Committee on Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting a pension to Elizabeth I.
Bayless; to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. I, 6979) granting a pension to Daniel P.
Hensley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) granting a pension to Manley W.
Capps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) granting a pension to William II.
TIart; to the Committee on Pensions.
= Also, n bill (H. It. 6982) granting a pension to John Ward:
to the Committee on Pensions.
Also, o bill (H. R. 0983) granting a pension to Monroe Trent;
to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) granting a pension to Thomas R.
Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, & bill (H. R. 69585) granting n pension fo John R. P.
Thomas; to the Conumittee on Pensions,
Also, o bill (H. R. 6086) granting a pension to Absalom L.
Scott; to the Committee on Invalld Pensious.
Also, a bill (H. R. 0987) granting a pension to Lemiel A.
Ragan; to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a Dbill (II. R. 0038) granting a pension to Isaae A.
Wampler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension to Aaron VY.
Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 6090) granting a pension to Ada Hurst; to
the Commifiee on Pensions.
Also, a bill (H. R, 6991) granting a pension to Joseph Case;
1o the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) grauting a pension to Charles A,
Bible; to the Committee on Pensions.

Algo, o bill (H. R. 6093) for the relief of James B. Leedy; to
the Conmmittee on Military Affairs.
Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) for the relief of Willis M. Kent; to

the Commitice on Military Affairs.

Also, a Dl (IL. R. 6095) for the reclief of William Vance; to
the Commitiec on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (IL. R. 6006) to correct tlie military record of
Thomas Earls; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, o bill (EL R. 6907) to correct the military record of
Willlam B. Jenkins; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6998) to correct the military record of
W. G. McKinzie; to the Committee on Military Affnirs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 0909) to correct the military record of
Thomas Ownby ; to the Committec on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) fo correet the military record of
Isaac G, Osborn; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a DIll (H. R. 7001) to corrcet the military record of
George Bragg; to the Committee on Military AfTairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T002) to remove the charge of desertion
against T. N. MeKinnis; to the Comittes on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. T003) fo remove the charge of desertion
against Andrew Potter; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T004) for relief of the heirs of Willinm
M. Piper; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (IL. R. 7005) to carry into effect the findings of the
Court of Claims in the case of William Raines; to the Committee
on War Claims, J

Also, a bill (IH. R. T006) granting a pension {o certain east
Tennesseeans engaged in the Secret Service of the United States
during the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ;

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7007) for the relief of Mrs.
James M. Jett; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H. R. T008) making an appropriation
for defraying losses sustained Dy lumbermen on the Alleslieny
River, Allegheny County, Pa., caused by the ercction of a dam
on said river in =aid county; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. T009) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Charles Ii. Benson; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7010) granting an in-
crease of pension to Richard 8. Higgins; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 7011) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to
Perry Morey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. T018) granting an increase of pension to
Austin P, Thayer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bl (H. R. 7014) granting an increase of pension to
Henry A. Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, T015) granting an inerease of pension to
Henry 8. Byers; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 7016G) for the relief of James B. Jewett;
to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. T017) for the relief of James
RR. Evans; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TILSON: A bil (H. Il. 7018) granting an increase of
pengion to Edward A. Bushnell; to the Committec on Invalid
Pensions. -

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R, 7019) granting a pen-
sion to Laura Boysen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7020) grantingz an
increase of pension to James IHenderson; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WOODS of Towa: A bill (IH. R. 7021) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jesse Woodruff; fo the Committee on In-
valld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7022) granting an inerease of pension to
Edward Prentice; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) granting an increase of pension to
Mary A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETOC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitious and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Palmer Loceal Unlon,
Palmer Fallg, N. Y., and Thomson Lucal Union, No. 158, Inter-
national Paper Makers, of Schuylerville, N. Y., in cppositiou to
thie proposed Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,
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By Mr. BERGER: Petition of 63.235 individuals, and Dby
officials of organizations comprising 24,815 members (the indi-
vidual signatures are of citizens of every State and Territory,
except Alaska and Delaware), requesting the recall of the
American Army from the Mexican border; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Dy Mr. BURKI] of Wisconsin: Papers accompanying bill to
correct the record of the discharge of Jerome L. Brown; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BURLIZSON : Resolutions, petitions, letters, ete., from
various organizations throughout the country, protesting against
the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine and asking Congress
to repeal it; also asking Congress to investigate and endeavor
to check spread of disease carried through dairy products,
especially to prevent tuberculosis: Painters, Decorators, and
Paperhangers of America, Local Union No. 126, Joplin, Mo.;
Richmond Typographical Union, No. 90, Charles J. Hughes, sr.,
secretary-treasurer, 614 Spring Street, Richmond, Va.; Branch
No. 14, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United States
and Canada, ¥. W. W. Brennan, sccretary, 38 Penn Street,
Woodbury, N. J.; Federation of Women's Clubs, Mrs. C. D. G,
Granger, chairman of Industrinl Conditions of Women and
Children, Atlanta, Ga; DBrotherhood of Locomotive Firemen
and Enginemen, Mayflower Lodge, No. 547, Des Moines, Iowa;
District of Columbia Federation of Women's Clubs, Miss
Frances Graham Irench, the Cumberland Apartment, Wash-
ington, D. C.; The Woman's Club of Sykeston, N. Dak.; Divi-
sion No. 154, Order of Railway Conductors, I. E. Tewksbury,
secretary and treasurer, Binghampton, N. Y.; Switchmen’s
Union of North Ameriea, Lodge No. 38, M. A. Gooley, 212 Hol-
land Street, Erie, Pa.; Fortnightly Club, Oconomowoe, Wis.,
Mrs. Celestin L. Edwards, president, Mrs. Charles Cottrell,
secretary; Carpenters’ District Council, T. F. Kearney, sec-
retary-agent, Room 23, 96 Mathewson Street, Providence, I, I.;
Woman’s Club, Mrs. Mary J. Ward, corresponding secretary,
Charlotte, Mich, ; Building Trades' Department, Ameriean Fed-
eration of Labor, William J. Spencer, secretary-treasurer, Wash-
ington, D. C.; Branch 106, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of
the United States and Canada, Columbus, Ohio; Ouakesup Club,
Mrs. Hattie A. French, president, and Mrs, Gertrude Sanders,
secrefary, Hot Springs, Ark.; National Expeller Cotton Seed
Crushers’ Association, D. G. Dumas, secretary, Fort Worth,
Tex.; Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association of North Ameriea,
John Rankin, secretary, 2175 Bast Thirty-ninth Street, Cleve-
Iand, Ohlo; International Union of Steam Engineers, Local No.
06, 1. B. Schenck, recording secretary, 011 Clarissa Street, Pitfs-
burg, Pa.; Cigarmakers' International Union of America, Local
No. 457, Amos D. Hill, secretary, 808 Michigan Avenue, St
Joseph, Mich. ; Musicians’ Proteetive Union, Local No, 161, C. P.
Huestis, recording secretary, 421 B Street NE., Washington,
D. C.; Menominee-Marinette Shingle Weavers® Union, Loeal
No. 1, Marinette, Wis,, James J. Willlams, secrctary; Woman’'s
Club of Monroe, Wis.,, Mrs. Jessie Weirich, president, Mrs. Mary
L. Lueksinger, acting secretary; Kansas Equal Suffrage Asso-
ciation, Mrs. Catherine Hoffman, president, Enterprise, Kans.;
Travel Class of Albert Lea, Mrs. George H. Mueller, correspond-
ing secretary, Albert Iea, Minn.; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. CALDER: Resolutions of Local No. 158, Schuyler-
ville, N. Y., and Local No. 7, Palmer, N. Y., International Broth-
erhood of Paper Malkers, aganinst Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DYER: etition of St. Louis Stereotypers Union, No.
8, city of St. Louis, Mo,, favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means. -

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Local No, 158, Schuylerville,
N. Y., and Tocal No. 7, Palmer, N. Y., International Brother-
hood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FORNES: Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Itx-
change, against present tariff rates on steel cotton ties and
bagging; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Chiamber of Commerce and Manufactur-
ers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the employees of
the Eastern Tale Co., operating in the State of Vermont, against
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FULLER : Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Levi H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of George C. Edwards, of Bridgeport, Conn.,
favoring the Canadian reelprocity bill; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petitions of N. J. Batchelder, master of National Grange,
Cleveland; master of Union Grange; and Clift & Goodrich, of

New York, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Alonzo F.
Stalker; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Pratts Patent (Itd.), in opposition to House
bill 4413, relative to foods for domestic animals; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Dy Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of 125 resi-
denis of Haverhill and Bradford, Mass., favoring a national
department of lealth; to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Interior Department.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : RResolution of Arcostook County Pomona
Grange, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HANNA : Petition of I. W. Heldel, of Fargo, N. Dalk,,
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Ttoads.

Also, petition of citizens of Grafton, N. Dak., against Canadian
reciproecity ;s to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of residents of Niagara, N. Dak., favoring the
increase in salary to rural free-delivery carriers; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and PPost Roads.

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of citizens of Naugatuek, Conn.,
against arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany bill authorizing the
President to appoint Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assist-
ant engineer in the United States Revenue-Cuatter Service; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of South Branch Grange, South
DBranch, Mich,, protesting against Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Rev. Charles I2. Marvin and 30 other residents
of Bay Cify, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 883 ; to the
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. NYH: Resolutions of Minnesota Millers' Club, Min-
neapolis, Minn., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of Robert P. Brown, of
Providence, R. I., favoring H. R. 26541, relative to trusts and
combinations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
meree.

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Repubile, Providence,
R. I, favoring building additional battleships; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of Irish-American and German-
American societies of New York, against closer relations with
Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RARKER: Joint resolution 16 of California Legisla-
ture, relating to Deadmans Island; to the Committee on the
Publie Lands.

Also, petition of William P. McHaflie, of San Francisco, Cal.,
against the Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of Legislature of State of California, favoring
Jp}areels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

Also, petition of Knight & Lyle and others, of Dunsmnuir, Cal.,
against parcels post; to the Committec on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of the I, B. Tibbetts Chapter of American
Women's League, composed of 60 members, against suppressing
magazines; to the Committee on the Post Oflice and Post Roads.

Also, petition of William Simpson and others, of California,
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs. A, I. Strawn, of Corning, Cal., against
raising the postal rates; to the Committee on the Post Oflice
and Post Roads.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of
the seventh district of Massachusetts, protesting against the
establishment of a national board of health; to the Committee
on Ixpenditures in the Interior Department.

Also, resolutions of New England Shoe Wholesalers' Associa-
tion, of Doston, in opposition to the proposal to place leather
and boots and shoes on the free list; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, resolutions of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, asking
that all bagging and ties used in the baling of cotton be placed
upon the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of Local No. 158, Thomsons,
N. Y., and of Local No. 7, International Brotherhood of Paper
Malkers, of Palmer, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
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Also, petition of tea importers of the city of New York, rela-
tive to the duty on tea; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
Also, resolutions of Merchants’ Association of New York
1f&n’oring Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
eans.

By Mr. UTTER : Petition of sundry citizens of Rhode Island,
favoring the establishment of a department of public health;
to the Commitftee on Expenditures in the Inferior Department.

Also, resolutions of the Carpenters’ District Council of Provi-
dence, R. I., and vicinity, favoring repeal of the tax on oleo-
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

SENATE.
Moxpay, April 2, 1911.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Assistant Secretary read the following:

OFFICE OF PRESIDENT PrO TEMPORE,
UNITED BTATES BENATE,
April 2§, 1911,
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. WILLIAM
Aropx Sairy, Senator from Michigan, to perform the duties of the

Chair.
Wi, P. FrRYE,
President pro Tempaore.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan thereupon took the chair as Presid-
ing Officer, and directed that the Journal of the last legislative
day should be read.

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read
and approved.

SENATORS FROM IOWA AND FLORIDA,

Mr. CUMMINS. I present the certificate of election of Wir-
r1aMm 8. KexyoN ag Senator from Iowa for the unexpired term
of my late colleague, Jonathan . Dolliver, and ask that it be
read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
credentials.

The credentials of Wirtraar S. Kexyox, chosen by the Legis-
lature of the State of Iowa a Senator from that State to fill
the vacancy in the term ending March 4, 1913, caused by the
death of Jonathan P. Deolliver, were read and ordered to be
filed.

Mr. FLETCHER. I present the certificate of election of my
colleague, Mr. NaTuAN P. Bryaxw, and ask that it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
credentials. .

The credentinls of NaTuaN P. Bryan, chosen by the Legis-
lature of the State of Florida a Senator from that State for
the term beginning March 4, 1911, were read and ordered to be
tiled.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. Kexyoxs is present, and I ask that the
oath of hig office be now administered to him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator ele¢t from Towa
will present himself at the Vice President’s desk and the oath
will be administered to him.

Mr. FLETCHER. I make the same statement with refer-
ence to my colleague [Mr. Beyan].

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator elect from Ilor-
ida will present himself at the Vice President’s desk.

Mr. KenyoNy and Mr. DeyaAx were escorted to the Viee
President’s desk by Mr. Cuamaraxs and Mr. FLETCHER, respec-
tively, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them
by the Presiding Officer.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPEES.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury,
transmitting a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury Depart-
ment relative to the destruction of certain papers‘on the files
of the department which are not needed in the transaction of
public business and have no permanent value or historieal
interest. (H. Doc. No. 24.)

The communication and accompanying papers will be referred
to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless
Papers in the Executive Departments. The Chair appoints as
the committee on the part of the Senate the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Cragge] and the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. GALtINGeEr]. The Secretary will notify the House of Itep-
resentatives of the appointment of the committee on the part
of the Senate.

MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill
(II. . 4412) to promote reciprocal trade relations with the
Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a resolution adopted
by the Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the
enactment of legisiation placing appointments and promotions
in the Consular Service upon a merit basis, which was referred
to the Commmittee on Foreign Relations.

Ie also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of
citizens of the northwest section of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating
against any further action being taken in the case of the elec-
tion of a Senator from Illinois, which were referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Klections.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Robert Emmet
Memniorial Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against
the ratifieation of the proposed treaty of arbitration between
the United States and Great Britain, which were referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the econgregation of the
Chureh of the Brethren of Pasadena, Cal,, and a petition of the
Union Sunday School, of Neutral, Kans., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation for the suppression of the opium evil, which
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Ilelations.

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 286, Pa-
trons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale County, Mich., and a memorial
of sundry citizens of Brace, Tenn., remonstrating against the
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 249,
Farmers' Educational and Cooperative Union, of Villa Ridge, Ill.,
remonstrating against the ratifieation of the proposed reciprocal
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which
wus referred to the Committee on Iinance.

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of 98 citizens of Frank-
Jin and Berlin, in the State of New Hampshire, remonsirating
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree-
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Takoma Park Citizens'
Association of the District of Columbia, praying for the adop-
tion of a universal transfer system for the District of Columbia,
]\\'Ili]c][l was referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Co-
umiia.

Mr. LODGE. I present a letter in the nature of a petition,
signed by the president of the Boot and Shoe Workers' Union, of
Boston, Mass. The letter is short. T ask that it be printed in
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance.

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:

INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS
BooT AND Snor \Worgers’ UNTON,
Doston, Mass., April 22, 1911,

Hon. Hexry CanoT LODGE,
1765 AMuassachusetls Avenue, Washington, D, C.

DeAr Sip: Speaking for the shoe workers who are employed in the
?r{nclpal industry of New England, T venture to solicit your vote and
nfluence against any tariff legislation which would put finished leather
and slhoes on the free list.

The greater efliclency of labor in the shoe industry in the TUnited

States, as against any foreign country, is not sufliclent to offset the
lower standard of living In all foreign countrics, as compared with the
United States, notwithstanding the cheaper labor prices which prevail
in foreign countries. To put shoes and finished leathier on the free list
or to In any way reduce the present tarllf would compel American shoe
manufacturers to meet forelgn competition through the only avenue
open to them, namely, to attack the wages of the shoe workers and
thereby bring about a standard of wages lower than at present exists,
which would result in Induostrial warfare and no doubt eventually
Q?L?Ibli[ﬂh the lower standard of wages, consequently the lower standard
of living.
We t’i'mrcfnre trnst that your vote and Influence will be directed
against nng legislation which will reduce the tariff on shoes. The shoe
workers who would be dircetly and adversely affected by a reduction of
the taril on shoes number at a very conservative estimate 150,000,
who, with those dependent upon them, would make at least three-
quarters of a million people who are directly concerned.

We will be glad to have your views upon this question.

Respectfully, yours
: 2 Joux F. ToniN, General President.

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Gaspee Chapter,
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Providence, R. I,,
praying for the ratification of the treaty of arbitration hetween
the United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.
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